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INTRODUCTION 


Modern Chess Openings (MCO) is a one-volume reference book covering 
all the chess openings. It has been the standard English language work on 
openings for almost a century—the first edition came out in 1911, written 
by Griffith and White. Subsequent editions were written or edited by 
others as the tradition passed down. Notable were the sixth and tenth edi- 
tions, fine works by Fine and Evans (respectively) which helped earn this 
book the nickname “The Chess Player’s Bible.” The first edition was a 
much smaller book, with shorter chess variations. Chess theory has de- 
veloped immensely since then and continues to change every year as the 
world’s best players constantly find new strategies. 

This book seeks to give the reader a clear and concise presentation of 
whichever chess openings he or she chooses. The book is divided into six 
sections of major openings groups, each section containing chapters of the 
specific openings (or major variations of the openings). The chapter intro- 
ductions give an overview of the strategic concepts and some historical in- 
formation. The major content of the book is the tables and notes of chess 
variations. The best play (as is currently known) is usually the main vari- 
ation, and sidelines are either clever traps and tricks that are good to 
know, interesting but little tested plans, or enticing mistaken strategies 
along with their refutations. Some pages are dense material, reflecting the 
current focus on these openings, while others are less dense and more 
suitable for beginners. 

The previous edition, MCO-14, was written in 1999. This first edi- 
tion of the twenty-first century reflects the changes,that have occurred in 
the openings along with the fundamental change brought on by the great 
progress of computer chess programs. The best programs are on a pat 
with the world’s best players. Human players are better at strategic think- 
ing, planning, and imagination in chess. Computers well surpass their 
human counterparts in raw calculation and have the advantage that 
they never overlook a tactical opportunity. The chess openings herein are 
often the result of collaborative work between the humans and computers. 
The human grandmasters provide the plan, while the computer checks 
the variations for tactical accuracy. 

MCO-15 was compiled from many source materials. The most im- 
portant though was the raw games of the top players from many, many 
tournaments around the world. These were analyzed (sometimes by the 
players themselves) and checked with a computer program. Other impor- 
tant sources were the many books on specific chess openings along with 


magazines, especially Chess Life and New in Chess. Lastly, commentary 
on the Internet Chess Club was also a source of ideas. 


—NICcK DE FIRMIAN 
3-time U.S. Chess Champion °* 
August 2007 


EXPLANATORY NOTES 


The symbols used to evaluate the variations are: 


= White has slightly better chances. 

+ Black has slightly better chances. 

a White has a distinct superiority, although there is no immediate 
forced win. 

+ Black has a distinct superiority, although there is no immediate 


win. 


Positions in which one side or the other has a winning game are expressed 
in words, 


= The position offers equal chances. 


oo The position is unclear, with judgment reserved, or open to fur- 
ther experimentation. While this is used in murky positions, these 
positions are probably offering equal chances. 


t Check 


! Good or excellent move 


? Bad or weak move 
1? Acceptable move, but open to further research 
7 Speculative attempt to complicate 


Chp. Championship 
corr. Correspondence 
Int. Interzonal 


ol. Olympiad 
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TIPS FOR THE NOVICE 


A chess player first starts to become serious about the game when he or she 
reads a book on chess, While his/her first book should be a primer on gen- 
eral strategy, soon after the player needs to learn a few chess openings. Mod- 
ern Chess Openings, 15 ed., may look large and difficult, but it is easy to use 
even for the novice if he/she chooses simpler openings to begin with. 

A player needs to have openings for playing both White and Black. 
As White, choose one first move, usually 1 e4, 1 d4, or 1 c4, If, for exam- 
ple, you choose 1 e4, you will need to learn replies to Black’s common re- 
sponses, 1...e5,1...c5,1...e6, etc., but there is no need to learn them 
all at once, If the people you play with reply only 1... e5 then just look 
up that. Choose one 1 e4 e5 opening, such as the Evans Gambit, and de- 
cide which lines to play among White’s choices. This way you learn what 
is useful to you with a minimum of effort. Again, you may have to learn 
something of other openings such as the Two Knights’ Defense or Phili- 
dor’s Defense if Black plays different second or third moves, but learn this 
as necessary. As Black, choose a defense to both 1 e4 and 1 d4. The Center 
Counter Defense (1 e4 d5) and the Tarrasch Defense (1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 
c5) are simple openings to play and learn, and the Tarrasch can also be 
played against 1 c4 (1 c4 e6 2 Nc3 d5 3 d4c5 is the same). 

As you become more involved with chess openings you may want to 
choose more involved and complex variations to study. These are often 
the objectively best lines and also highly interesting. 


I 


DOUBLE KING PAWN 
OPENINGS 


KING’S GAMBIT 


1 e465 2 f4 


G 
4 G 


an 


HE Kinc’s Gameir seeks to clear away Black’s central pawn to build 
his (her) own dominating center. The possibilities on the open 

f-file and mating attacks against f7 have resulted in many brilliant 
victories for the White side. In the early 1600s Gioacchiono Greco won 
many wonderful games, giving the opening a strong reputation. The view 
that the King’s Gambit was a bold, courageous, and sound opening per- 
sisted for more than two more centuries. 

The mid-nineteenth century brought a dawning awareness that some 
gambit lines were probably unsound, more likely to lead to a forced loss 
than a forced win. Players then began to seek positional rather than tacti- 
cal benefits from an opening. By the time of the first official World Cham- 
pionship match between Steinitz and Zuckertort in 1886 the King’s Gambit 
was already in eclipse; the six World Championship matches played be- 
tween 1886 and 1896 featured only a single King’s Gambit. 

In the twentieth century chess saw a great leap in positional under- 
standing, such as seen in the rigorously sound play of the great World 
Champion José Capablanca. Capablanca and others were disdainful of the 
speculative King’s Gambit and regard for the opening sank further. Bobby 
Fischer’s famous article from the 1960s “A Bust to the King’s Gambit” 
should have put the opening to rest, yet the opening has refused to die. 
There are always adventurous tactical players who revel in the wild posi- 
tions that occur. Many of the greatest players of the twentieth century 
found occasion to use it—Alekhine, Keres, Tal, Fischer (despite his article) 
and Spassky, who scored truly brilliant victories with it. In the early 
twenty-first century most grandmasters use the King’s Gambit only as a 
surprise weapon, though Fedorov stil] makes regular use of it. Players can- 
not count on an opening advantage with the King’s Gambit, but they can 
certainly count on a lively game where often both kings come under fire, 


3 


Black has four ways to react to 2 £4: (1) accept and hold the pawn; 
(2) accept and return the pawn; (3) decline the pawn; (4) offer a coun- 
tergambit. 

Columns 1-24 deal with 2...exf4. The first six columns cover 
3...g5, supporting the f4 pawn and taking kingside territory. These 
columns include the Kieseritzky, Philidor, Hanstein, and Muzio lines, of 
which the Kieseritzky Gambit sees more use today. 

Black’s less usual third moves are the subject of columns 7-12. They 
include 3... d6 (the Becker Defense), 3... Ne7, and 3... Nf6. The first 
two of these are particularly reasonable choices. 

Black returns the pawn immediately with 3... d5 4 exd5 (columns 
13-16). With 3 ... Be7 (columns 17-18) Black prepares to deliver check 
on h4. 

Moves other than 3 Nf3 are covered in columns 19-24, including the 
King’s Bishop Gambit, 3 Bc4 (columns 19-20). In these lines White al- 
lows ... Qh4t, but the check is double-edged since the black queen may 
lose time retreating. 


+ as 
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Black refuses the pawn and gambits one himself with the vigorous 
2...d5, the Falkbeer Counter Gambit (columns 25-30), see above dia- 
gram. The reasoning is to quickly develop and highlight the weakening of 
White’s kingside from 2 f4. Both 3... e4 and Nimzovich’s 3 .. . c6 are in- 
vestigated. The choice of this countergambit may be for psychological or 
stylistic reasons. Some players love to have the initiative, and it can be un- 
settling to have to defend a pawn up instead of attacking a pawn down. 


Me z 
28 fae 
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The King’s Gambit Declined is covered in columns 31-36. The usual 
move to decline the gambit is 2...Bc5, see above diagram (columns 
31-35), as White would lose immediately after 3 dxe5? Qh4t. Declining 
the gambit avoids wild tactics and complications, but gives White more 
chances for the advantage than the gambit accepted lines. 


KING’S GAMBIT 


1e4e5 2 f4 exfa 3 Nf3 g5 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
Kieseritzky Philidor Hanstein Muzio 
Be Ae ecdvcdie fetes Bids Oe eae he eee Bc4(l) 
g4 BR? vesiidevcnssecsucaienes p4 
5 Ne5(a) H4Yseeceeas’ 0-0 0-0(t) 
NEG.....000002 Bg7 dé hé hé gxf3 
6 d4(b) d4 Nxp4 d4 d4 Qxf3 
dé Nf6(f) Nf6é d6 d6 Qf6é 
7 Nd3 Nxe4 Nxf6t(i) c3(m) c3(p) e5 
Nxe4 Nxe4 Qxf6 Nc6 Nc6(q) Qxe5 
8 Bxf4 Nc3 Nc3 0-0 b4(r) d3(u) 
Qe7(c) d5(g) Nc6{(j) Bg4(n) Nf6 Bh6 
9 Be2(d) Bxf4. Bb5 Qb3 Qb3 Nc3 
Nc6 0-0 Kd8 Nad 0-0 Ne7 
10 c3 Nxe4 Bxc6 Bxf7t Nbd2 Bd2 
Bf5 dxe4 bxc6 Kf8 Qe7 Nbc6 
11 d5 Nhét Qa4 Bd3 Rae1 


d3 
Nb8&(e) Kh8(h) Rg&(k) Kxf7(o) Bg4(s) Qf5(v) 


(a) 5 Ng5 is Allgaier’s piece sacrifice. The line 5... d5 (5... h6 6 Nxf7 Kxf7 7 d4 
£3 8 Be3 d5 9 Nc3 is not so clear) 6 d4 {6 7 Nh3 £3 8 Nf4 dxe4 is good for Black, 
Monin-Korolev, corr. 1986~88. 


(b) (A) 6 Bc4 d5 7 exd5 Bd6é 8 d4Nh5 (8... 0-0 9 Bxf4 Nh5 10 g3 =) 9 0-0 (9 Bb5t 
Kf8 =) 9...0-0 (9... Qxh4 10 Qe =) 10 Nxg4 Qxh4 11 Nh2 Ng3 12 Rei 
Bf5 +, Brenninkmejer-Hoeksema, Groningen 2002. (B) 6 Nxg4 Nxe4 7 d3 Ng3 
8 Bxf4 Nxh1 9 Qe2t Qe7 10 Nf6t Kd8 11 Bxc7+ Kxc7 12 Nd5t Kd8 13 Nxe7 
Bxe7 with chances for both sides, Hebden—Littlewood, Hastings 1982. 


(c) 8... Bg7 9 c3 OO 10 Nd2 Re8 11 Be2 Bf5 12 Nxe4 Bxe4 13 0-0 Qxh4 
14 Bxg4! = (14... Bxd3 15 g3!), Ligterink—S. Ernst, Groningen 2002. 


(d) 9 Qe2 Nc6 10 c3 B&S 11 Nd2 0-0-0 12 0-0-0 Re8 =, Huit—Baca, corr. 1988. 


(e) After 12 Na3 Nd7 13 Nb5 chances are about even, Wortel—Jenni, Slovakia 
1996. 


(f) 6...d6 7 Nxg4 Bxg4 8 Qxp4 Bxd4 9 Nc3 + (Euwe). 
(g) 8...Ng3 9 Bxf4 Qe7t 10 Kd2 Nxhi 11 Nd5 Qxh4 12 Qeit + (Corde). 


(h) After 12 Qh5 Qf6 13 Bg5 Qg6 14 Qxp6 hxg6 15 Be4, White has a big edge 
(Glazkov). 


(i) 7 Nf2 Rg8! 8 d4 Bh6 9 Nc3 Nc6 10 Nd5 Nxd5 11 exd5 Qe7t 12 Bez Nb4 13 c4 
BES! 14 Qa4t Kf8 15 Qxb4 Re8 16 Qd2 Rxg2 17 Kf1 Rg3 18 Qdi Be4 =, Fe- 
dorov-Shirov, Poland 2000. 


(j) 8... c6 9 QF3 Rg8 10 Qf2 Bg4 11 d3 Bh6 12 Nez is roughly equal, Nunn— 
Timman, Amsterdam 1995. 


(k) 12 Qf£3 Bh6 13 Qf2 Rb8! 14 Ne2 Rxb2 15 Bxb2 Qxb2 16 0-0 Qxc2 =, Fe- 
dorov—M. Carslen, Dubai 2004. 


(1) It is too slow to halt Black’s kingside advance with 4 h3. Murey—Kosashvili, 
Tel Aviv 1999, continued 4... Nc6 5 Nc3 Bg7 6 d4 d6 7 Bc4 hé 8 a3 Nfé 
9 0-0 0-0 10 Re1 Nh5 =. 


(m) 7 hxg5 hxg5 8 Rxh8 Bxh8 9 Nc3 Nc6 probably favors Black. 


(n) There are other tries here: (A) 8... 24 9 Nh2 (9 Bxf4 is also interesting) 
9...£3 10 gxf3 Qxh4 11 f4 is even. (B) 8... Bd7! 9 Qb3 Qe7 10 Qxb7 Rb8 
11 Qa6 g4 12 Nh2 f3 +, Dimitrevic-Abramovic, Belgrade 2002. White should 
try 12 Nfd2. 


(0) 12 QxaS Bxf3 13 Rxf3 c5 is an equal position (Malich). 
(p) 7 g3?! Bh3 8 Rf2 Nc6 9 Bb5 fxg3 + (Levenfish). 


(q) 7...Nf6 is quite playable here. After 8 e5 dxe5 9 Nxe5 0-0 10 Qb3 Qe8 
11 Ng6 b5 12 Bxb5 Qe4 there are chances for both sides, Blackburne—Mason, 
London 1892. . 


(t) 8g3?! Bh3 (8... g4 9 Nh4 £3 10 Na3 Bfé 11 Nf5 Bxf5 12 exf5 d5 0) 9 gxf4 Bxf1 
10 Qxf1 gxf4 11 Bxf4 Qf6 12 Bg3 0-0-0 +, Di Paolo~Dervishi, Genoa 2000. 


(s) The game Halasz—Groszik, Poland 1986 proceeded 12 Bb2 Rad8 13 Rae1 Nd7 
14 b5 Nb8 15 65 Rfe8 16 Ba3 and White had compensation for the pawn in a 
sharp position? 5 

(t) Other moves are possible here. 5 Ne5 (The Salvio Gambit) is interesting. After 
5...Qh4t 6 Kf1 Nc6 7 Bxf7t (7 Nxf7 is too dangerous) 7....Ke7 8 Nxc6t 
dxc6 9 Bb3 Nf6 10 d3 the position is approximately even. 5 Bxf7t, 5 Nc3, and 
5 d4 have all been played in the past but are now relegated to the dustbin of 
history. 


(u) 8 Bxf7t Kxf7 9 d4 Qf5 10 g4 Qg6 11 Bxf4 Nf6 =. 


(v) After 12 Nd5 Kd8 13 Qe2 Qe6 14 Qf2 Qf5 it’s a draw. Black can try to deviate 
on move 13 with either 13... b5 or 13... Ng6, but White’s resources are ad- 
equate to hold the balance. 


KING’S GAMBIT 


1e4 e5 2 f4 exf4 3 NIS 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
1G Secscetiasbediscesea cannes Ne7{(i)....... Nf6é 
4 d4(a) d4 3] 
g5 d5 Nh5(n) 
5 h4 Nc3(j) Be? eiceieiss O62 .vsieakes d4 
p4 dxe4 d6(o) Be7(r) d5 
6 Ngi Nxe4. 0-0 d4(s) Be2(y) 
Bh6(b) ...... f5 Nd5b(k) dxe5 0-0(t) g5(z) 
7 Ne2 Nc3 Bc4(1) Nxe5 g4(u) 0-0 
Qfé Nf6 Be7 Bc5t(p) fxg3 Rg8 
8 Nbc3 Bxf4 0-0 Khi Qe2(v) c4 
c6 fxe4 0-0 Nfé dé p4 
9 g3(c) Qd2(f) Ne5 c3 hxg3 exd5 
fxg3(d) d5 Be6 Bdé(q) Bg4 Qxd5 
10 Nxg3 Nb5(g) Bb3 d4 Bd3(w) Nc3 
Bxci(e) Na6(h) Nd7(m) Bxe5 = dxe5(x) Qd8(aa) 


(a) On 4 Bc4 h6 5 d4 (5 h4 Nf6 6 Nc3 Be7 7 d3 Nh5 +, Westerinen—Thinius, Gaus- 
dal 2003) 5... g5 6 g3 g4 7 Nh4 f3 8 Nc3 (Jonkman—Pegorari 2002); now 
8... Be7 is complicated, probably favoring Black. 


(b) 6... Nf6 7 Bxf4 Nxe4 8 Bd3 Qe7 9 Ne2 Bf 10 0-0 Qxh4 11 Nbc3 Nxc3 
12 Nxc3 Be6 13 g3 Qh5 14 Bb5t Kd8 =, Eames-Thipsay, London 2001. White 
has play for the two pawns. 


(c) 9 Qd3 Na6 10 e5 dxe5 11 Ne4 Qd8 offers equal chances, Day-I. Ivanov, 
Canada 1986. 


(d) 9... £3 10 Nf4 Qe7 11 Bd3 Bg7 12 Be3 +, Gallagher—Sh. Jackson, Blackpool 
1988. 


(e) 11 Rxci Ne7 12 Qd2 h5 13 Bg2 Qhé is roughly equal, Henris—Revesz, Bu- 
dapest 2006, 


(f) 9d5 Bg7 10 Bc4 Nbd?7 11 h5 0-0 &, Fedorov~Gyimesi, Pula 2001. The position 
is quite confusing though, which gives both sides chances, 


(g) 10 Be5?! c6 11 Nge2 Be6 12 Nf4 Bf7 led to a big edge for Black in Hector-Leko, 
Copenhagen 1995, 


(h) 11 Nc3 c6 12 Bxa6 bxa6 13 Nge2 (Leko) is a murky position with chances for 
both sides. 


(i) 3... £5 is sometimes played. After 4 e5 dé (4... d5 5 h4 Be7 6 d4 Nh6 7 Bxf4 
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Ng4 8 Nc3 +, Gunsberg—Swiderski, Vienna 1903) 5 Qe2 Be7 6 d4 Nc6 7 Bxf4 
White is clearly better, Bronstein—Drozov, Riga 1986. 


(j) 5 Qe2 Ng6 6 h4h5 7 Nc3 dxe4 =, Gallagher-Gunnarsson, Istanbul 2000. 


(k) This is better than the older 6...Ng6 7 h4h5 8 Bc4 Qe7 , Nadyrkhanov— 
Nenashev, Tashkent 1988. 


(l) 7 Bd3 Be7 8 c4 Ne3 9 Qe2 Bg4 10 Bxe3 fxe3 11 0-0-07!.(11 Qxe3 Bxf3 12 gxf3 
Nc6 13 d5 Bh4t 14 Ng3t Qe7 is about equal) 11... Nc6 12 d5 Ned 13 Qxe3 
Nxd3t 14 Rxd3 0-0 15 Ned Bf5 =, Gallagher—Malaniuk, Elista Ol. 1998. 


(m) 11 Nd3 N76 12 Nxf6t Bxf6 13 c3 =, Zelic-Ciganovic, Croation Chp. 2006. 


(n) 4...Ne45 d3 Ng5 6 Bxf4 Nxf3t 7 Qxf3 d6 8 Be2 +, Arnason-L Zaitsev, Sochi 
1980. : 


(0) 5... g6 6d4 Bg7 7 0-0 d6 8 Nc3 0-0 9 Nd5 dxe5 10 dxe5 Nc6 is equal accord- 
ing to Korchnoi. 


(p) 7... Qd4t 8 Kh1 Nf6 9 Nd3 Bd6 10 c3 +. 
(q) 9... Nbd7 10 Nxd7 Bxd7 11 d4 Bd6 12 Bxf4 Bxf4 13 Rxf4 0-0 14 Bd3 + (Zak). 


(r) (A)5...g56 94 when6,.. fxg3 7 Qg2 and 6... Ng7 7 h4 led to murky posi- 
tions in which White has compensation for the lost material. (B) 5... 26 6d4 
Be7 7 g4 fxg3 8 Nc3 0-0 9 Bh6 is similar. (C) 5... d5 6 exd6t Be6 7 Qb5t +. 


(s): Another promising line is 6 Nc3 Bh4t 7 Kd1 0-0 8 Qe4. 


(t) 6... Bhat 7 Kd1 0-0 8 g4 fxg3 9 Qg2 Be7 10 hxg3 with a huge White advan- 
tage, Randviir—Tepaks, Tallinn 1946. 


(u) Possible is 7 Nc3 d6 8 Bd2 dxe5 9 dxe5 Be6 10 0-0-0 Nc6, Malinin—Raz- 
valyaev, corr. 1992, which is slightly in White’s favor. 


(v) Risky is 8 hxg3 Nxg3 9 Qh2 Nxh1 10 Bd3 f5. 
(w) 10 Nh2 Nxg3 11 Rgi Bfs 12 Nf3 Nh5 is unclear. 


(x) After 11 Nxe5 Qxd4 12 Bf4 the position is much better for White (Klaus 
Junge). 

(y) 6c4 96 7 cxd5 Qxd5 8 Nc3'Bb4 9 Bd2 Bxc3 10 bxc6 Nc6 =, Feleter—Sasikiran, 
Dos Hermanos (blitz) 2005. 


(z) 6... Bg4 7 0-0 Nc6 8 c3 g6 9 Ne1 Bxe2 10 Qxe2 +, Bhend—Pachman, 
Kecskemet 1964. 


(aa) 11 Qd3 Rg6 12 e6 Nc6 13 Ne5 Nxe5 14 Qb5t c6 15 Qxe5 is wild though should 
favor Black, Iuldechev—Sasikiran, Penta 2000. 


KING’S GAMBIT 


1e4e5 2 4 exf4 3 Nfs 


13 14 15 16 17 18 

DD as seeiate Shamash oc eanerahaatoatens satiaetankeraeuauihcaes Be7 

4 exd5 Be4.......,..Ne3 
NIG a hiset i eeliie bas teticet ene dies thou Bd6é Nf6(s) Bh4t(w) 

5 NoB.....0000. BbSt ........ c4 d4(o) e5(t) Ke2 
Nxd5 c6(f) c6 Ne7(p) Ng4 d5(x) 

6 Nxd5(a) dxc6 d4{j) c4 0-0(u) Nxd5 
Qxd5 Nxc6(g) Bb4t(k) Ng6 Nc6 Nf6é 

7 d4 d4 Nc3 Be2(q) d4 Nxf6t 
Be7(b) Bd6é(h) exd5 0-0 d5 Qxf6é 

8 Bda(c) Qe2t Bxf4(]) 0-0 exd6 d4(y) 
gp Be6 0-0 b6 Bxd6 Bg4 

9 Qe2(d) Ng5 Bd3(m) Nc3 Qe2t Qd2 
Bfs 0-0. dxc4 c6 Qe7 Nc6 

10 0-0 Nxe6 Bxc4 dxc6 Qxe7t c3 


Ncé(e) fxe6(i)  Nd5(n) = Nxc6(r) Nxe7(v) — g8(z) 


(a) Neither 6 Bc4 Nxc3 7 bxc3 Bd6 nor 6 Bb5t c6 7 Qe2t Be6, nor 6 Qe2t Be7 
7 Qe4 lead to anything for White. 


(b) Alternatives here tend to favor White, e.g. 7... Bg4 8 Bxf4 Nc6 9 Bxc7 Kd7 
10 Bg3 Re8t 11 Kf2 +, Barle—Mariotti, PortoroZ 1975, or 7... g5 8 c4 Bb4t 
9 Kf2 Qd8 10 c5 +, Provotorov—Svirin, Moscow 1980. 


(c) 8c4 Qe4t 9 Kf2 BfS 10 c5 Nc6 11 Bb5 (Bednarek—Godena, Warsaw 2005); now 
1... Bg4! is a slight edge for Black. 


(d) 9 c4 Qe6t 10 Kf2 0-011 Re1 Qf6 = (Sokolsky). 
(e) White has compensation for the pawn, but no more. 
(f) 5... Bd7 6 Bxd7+ Qxd7 7 c4 Bd6 8 Qe2t +, Matuka—Cleemann, corr. 1989. 


(g) 6... bxc6 may be playable, but 7 Bc4 Nd5 8 Nc3 be 9 Bb3 Bd6 10 0-0 gives 
an edge for White (Glazkov). 


(h) 7... Qa5t 8 Nc3 Bb4 9 0-0 0-0 10 Bxc6 Bxc3 11 bxc3 bxc6 12 Bxf4 Qxc3 =, 
Moger-Godena, Calvia Ol. 2004. 


(i) 11 Bxc6 bxc6 12 0-0 (12 Qxe6t? Kh8 13 0-0 f3 14 Rxf3 Re8 +, Holzvogt— 
Schreiber, corr. 1968) 12 ... Qc7 is equal. 


(j) (A) 6 dxc6 Nxc6 7 d4 Bg4 8 d5 Bxf3 9 Qxf3 Ne5 10 Qxf4 Bdé =, Zlabari— 
Hammermeister, Leverkusen 2001. (B) 6 Nc3 cxd5 7 cxd5 Bd6 with an easy 
game for Black. 
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(k) 6... cxd5 7 cS Nc6 8 Bxf4 Be7 9 Nc3 0-0 10 Bb5 Ne4 = (Keres). 


() 8 Bd3 Qe7+t 9 Kf2 Bxc3 10 bxc3 Ne4t is advantageous for Black, Kristiansen— 
Pachman, Eckenfjerde 1974. 


(m) 9 c5 Ne4 10 Qc2 Re8 11 0-0-0 Qa5 gave Black a strong attack in Gabers—Truta, 
Yugoslavia 1978. 


(n) After 11 Bxd5 Qxd5 12 0-0 Bxc3 the game is level. 


(o) (A) 5 Bb5t c6 6 dxc6 Nxc6 7 d4 Nge7 =, Ree—Short, Wijk aan Zee 1986. 
(B) 5 Nc3 Ne7 6 d4 Nd7 7 Bd3 Nb6 8 0-0 Nbxd5 9 Nxd5 Nxd5 10 c4 Nb4 11 
Re1t Be6 12 Bf5 0-0 = (Shirov). 


(p) 5... Nf6 6 c4 Bg4 7 Bd3 0-0 8 0-0 b6 9 Qc2 c5 10 ba! +. 


(q) 7 Bd3 is an excellent alternative. After 7... 0-0 8 0-0 c5 9 b4 b6 10 bxc5 bxc5 
11 Nc3 Bg4 12 Ne4 White held an edge in Hebden—Johansen, London 1982. 


"(t) The game Gallagher—Ballard, Paris 1990, continued 11 Nb5 Be7 12 d5 with 
White having a small advantage. 


(s) The other way is 4... Bh4t 5 Kfi (5 g3 is an adventurous alternative) 5... d6 
6 d4 Bg4 7 Bxf4 Qf6 8 Be3 Ne7 =, Taddel-I. Sokolov, France 2006. 


(t) (A) On 5 Nc3 Nxe4 is. more than adequate for Black. (B) 5 d3 d5 6 exd5 
Nxd5 =. (C) 5 Qe2 0-0 6 d4 d5 =, 


(u) 6 Nc3 dé 7 exd6 Bxd6 8 Qe2t Qe7 9 Qxe7t Kxe7 10 0-0 £6 and White has play 
for the pawn (Lepeshkin). 


(v) 11 Ng5 0-0 12 Bxf4 Nfs =, Fedorov—Radulski, Linares Open 2002. 


(w) 4... Nf6 is again the alternative. White then has (A) 5 e5 Ng4 6 d4 Ne3 7 Bxe3 
fxe3 8 Bc4 +, Spassky—-Kholmov, Moscow 1964, or (B) 5 d4 d5 6 Bd3 dxe4 
7 Nxe4 Nxe4 8 Bxe4 Bd6 9 0-0 Nd7 10 c4 c6 = (Lepeshkin). 


(x) 5...c6 6d4d5 7 Bxf4 dxe4 8 Nxe4 Qe7 9 Qd3 Bf5 10 Bed Bxe4 11 Qxe4 BI6 
12 Re! is a slight pull for White. 


(y) 8 e5 Qa6t 9 d3 Bg4 10 Bxf4 Nc6 is about even (Euwe). 


(z) After 11 Kd1 0-0-0 12 Kc2 Rhe8 13 Bd3 Bxf3 14 gxf3 Nxd4t 15 cxd4 Rxd4 
16 Qc3 the position was approximately even in Gallagher—Klovans, Oberwart 
1993. 
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KING’S GAMBIT 


1e4 5 2 f4 exf4 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
Q. SBCA asta: Gavseecritios OP eciids Bod isin \ d4 
Nfé(a)....... d5 d5(h) d5(l) Qh4t(o) Qh4tit) 
4 Nc3 exd5(e) exd5 exd5 Ke2 Ke2(u) 
c6(b) Nfié Nf6 Qh4t(m) d5(p) d5 
5 Bba(c) Nc3 BcA(i) Kf1 Nxd5 Nf3 
d5 Bg4(f) Bd6é Ne7 Bg4t Bg4 
6 exd5 Nf3 Nc3(j) c4 Nf3 exd5 
cexd5 Qe7t 0-0 Nf5 Na6(q) Nf6(v) 
7 d4 Qe2 Nge2 Nf3 d4(r) Qei(w) 
Bd6 Nbd7 Bg4 Qh6 Nf6 Qxelt 
8 Nf3 d4 Qf2 Rgi Nxfé6t Kxel 
Beé! Qxe2t Nbd7 g5 Qxf6 Bxf3 
9 00 Nxe2 h3 Nc3 Kf2 gxf3 
0-0 0-0-0 Bh5 g4 0-0-0 Nxd5 
10 Ned Nxf4 d3 Ne5 e5 c4 
Nc6(d) Nb6(g) £3{k) Qxh2{n) Qb6(s) Ne3 = 


(a) (A) 3... Qh4t 4 Kf1 d5 5 Bxd5 Bd6 6 Nc3 is another way for Black that was 
used in the old days—unclear but probably equal. (B) 3... c6?! 4 Nc3 d5 
5 exd5 Qh4t 6 Kf1 f3 7 d3 fxg2t 8 Kxg2 Nf6 9 Qe2t +, Ivanchuk—Piket, 
Linares 1997. 


(b) (A) 4... g6 5 d4 Nh5 6 Nf3 Bg7 7 Nd5 was good for White in Zuckerman— 
Kraidman, Netanya 1971. (B) 4... Bb4 5 Nf3 Nc6 6 Nd5b =. 


(c) (A) 5 d4 d5 6 exd5 cxd5 7 Bb5t Nc6 8 Bxf4 Bb4 =, Bronstein—Averbakh, 
Moscow 1982. (B) 5 e5 d5 6 Be2 Ng4 7 Nf3 d4 +, Amidzié—Gavrilov, Moscow 
1991. 


(d) 11 Bxf4 Rc8 12 Kh1 a6 =, Short—Karpov, Buenos Aires 2000. 
{e) 4 Bxd5 Nf6 5 Nc3 Bb4 6 Nf3 Bxc3 7 dxc3 c6 = (Bilguier). 
(f) 5... Bd6 6 Qe2t Be7 7 d4 0-0 =, Westerinen—Romanishin, Helsinki 1992. 


(g) Black wins back the pawn on d5 with even chances, Banas—Cvetkovié, Trnava 
1981. 


(h) 3... Nc6 is equally valid. On 4 c3 Nfé 5 d4 d5 6 e5 Ne4 7 Bxf4 f6 or 7... Be7 
equalizes easily. 


(i) 5 Bb5+ Nbd7 6 Nc3 Bd6 7 Qe2t Be7 8 d4 0-09 Nh3 Nbé6 =, Planinc—Hennings, 
Varna 1970.5 ...c6 6 dxc6 Nxc6 7 d4 Bg4 is also fine for Black, Spielmann— 
Nimzovich, Carlsbad 1907. 
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() 6 Ne2 Bg4 7 Qb3 Nh5 8 0-0 Qh4 = (Glazkov). 
(k) After 11 gxf3 Ne5 Black is much better, Ree—Gligorié, Teeside 1972. 


(1) (A) 3...Nc64d4 Nf6 5 Bf3 d5 6 e5 Ne4 7 Bxf4 Be6=, Arnason—Westerinen, 
Brighton 1982. (B) 3... Ne7 4 Nf3 Ng6 5 d4 Bb4t 6 c3 Be7 7 0-0 =, Schweiger— 
Barua, Antwerp 1993. 


(m) Other moves: (A) 4... Nf6, with 5 Nf3 Nxd5 6 c4 Ne7 7 d4 Ng6 8 Nc3 c6 =, 
Arnason—Nei, Tallinn 1983, or 5 Bf3 Nxd5 6 Ne2 Be7 7 0-0 0-0 8 4 =, 
Littlewood—Lengyel, Hastings 1963, or 5 c4 c6 6 Nc3 (6 d4 Bb4t 7 Kf1 cxd5 F, 
Tartakower—Capablanca, New York 1924) 6...cxd5 7 cxd5 is about equal 
(Keres). (B) 4... Ne7 5 c4.c6 6 d4 Ng6 7 Nc3 Bb4 8 Bf3 is unclear (Keres). 


(n) After 11 Ne4 h5 Black is better, Roten—Moen, Eksjo 1981. 


(o) 3...g5 4 Bc4 Nc6 5 d4 Nge7 6 Qh5 Ng6 7 Nf3 Be7 8 Nd5 Nb4 9 Nxbé4 +, 
Nemchin—Noskov, Alma Ata 1966. 


(p) 4... 06 5 Nf3 Qh5 6 d4 d5 7 Bxf4 dxe4 8 Nxe4 Qg6 =, Macieja—Karpov, GSM 
(rapid) 2003. 


(q) (A) 6... Bd6 7 d4 Nc6 8 c3 (8 e5 0-0-0 9 Bxf4 Nge7 was good for Black in 
Spassky—Furman, Tallinn 1959) 8...0-0-0 9 Kd3 Qh6 10 Kc2 + (Svesh- 
nikov). (B) 6... Nc6 7 Nxc7t Kd8 8 Nxa8 Ned 9 h3 Bxf3t 10 gxf3 Qg3 11 d4 
Qxf3t is a draw. 


(t) 7 Nxf4 Nf6 8 d3 0-0-0 9 Bd2 gives roughly even chances. 


(s) After either 11 Bxf4 Bxf3 12 Qxf3 Qxd4t 13 Be3 Qa4 14 b3 Qad, or 11 c3 Nc5 
12 Qe1 Ne6, Black enjoys a slight but unmistakable superiority. 


(t) (A) 3... Nf6 4 Bd3 d5 5 e5 Ne4 6 Bxf4 =, (B) 3... d5 4 exd5 Qh4t 5 Kd2 Bd6 
6 Qeit = (Keres). 

(u) 4 Kd2 Nf6 5 Qe2 £3 6 gxf3 d5 7 Bg2 Bd6é 8 c3 Bat 9 Kc2 Bxcl F, Terpugov— 
Selivanovsky, Moscow 1959. 


(v) 6... Bd6 7c4c5 8 Nc3 Nf6 9 dxc5 Bxc5 10 Kd2 Be3t 11 Kc2 Bf5t 12 Bd3 
Qf2t 13 Qe2 Qxe2t 14 Nxe2 Bxd3t 15 Kxd3 Ng4 16 Nxf4 Bxf4 17 Reit, 
Mason—Kurschner, Nuremberg 1882, is much better for White. 


(w) Perhaps better is 7 c4 Be7 8 Qe1 Qh5 9 Kf2 0-0 10 Qed (10 Qxe7 Bxf3 =) 
10... Bxf3 11 gxf3 Qh4t =, Bove—Ragger, Yugoslavia 2003. 
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KING’S GAMBIT 
Falkbeer Counter Gambit 


1e4e5 2 f4d5 
25 26 27 28 29 30 
3 OX chinae seats cede el ddats eicanebaedscanesdearesneuaeavedsecnawees N£3(x) 
OF lta Gao Mi tule aka A A At c6 dxe4(y) 
4 d3(a) Qe2(0)...... Ne3 Nxe5 
Nf6(b) cxd5 exf4(s) Bdé(z) 
5 Nd2 ......005 dxe4.....0005 Ne3 fxe5 Nf3 d4 
exd3(c) Nxe4 Bb4 Nc6 Bd6(t) exd3 
6 Bxd3 Nf3(e) Bd2 Nf3(p) d4 Bxd3 
Nxd5 Bcd(f) e3(k) Bc5(q) Ne7 Nf6é 
7 Qf3(d) Qe2(g) Bxe3 Nc3 dxc6 0-0 
Nc6 Bf5(h) 0-0 Nge7{(r) Nbxc6 0-0 
8 a3 Nc3{i) Bd2 Na4. Ne4(u) Nc3 
Bc5 Qe7 Bxe3(]) Bb6 Bc7(v) Nbd7(aa) 
9 Ne2 Be3 bxc3 Nxb6 c3 Ne4(bb) 
0-0 Bxe3 Nx5(m) Qxb6 0-0 Bc5t(ce) 
10 Nb3 Qxe3 c4 Qb5 Bd3 Khi 
Be7= Nxce3(j) Re8t(n) Qc7 = Neg6é(w) Re8 = 


(a) White has several reasonable but little-played choices here. (A) 4 Bb5t c6 
5 dxc6 bxc6 (5 .. . Nxc6 is possible) 6 Bc4 Nf6 7 d4 Bd6 8 Nez 0-0 =, Chigorin- 
Pillsbury, Vienna 1898. (B) 4 Nc3 Nf6 5 Bc4 Bc5 6 Nge2 0-0 7 d4 exd3 8 Qxd3 
Ng4 9 Qf3 Re8 is unclear, Spassky~Tumurbator, Leningrad 1960. 


(b) 4... Qxd5 5 Qe2 f5 6 Nxc3 Bb4 7 Bd2 = (Keres). 


(c) Other choices here, such as 5...Qxd5,5...¢3,5...BfS,and5...Bc5, are 
weaker. 


(d) 7 Ne4 Nb4 8 Bb5+ c6 =, Damjanovié—Pachman, Sarajevo 1966. 


(e) (A) 6 Qe2 Bb4t (6... Qxd5 7 Nd2 f5 8 Nxe4 fxe4 9 Qb5t + [Tartakower]) 
7 c3 0-0 8 cxb4 Re8 is wild and unclear (Estrin). (B) 6 Be3 Bd6 (6... Qh4t 
7 g3 Nxg3 8 Nf3 Qe7 9 hxg3 +, Spassky—Matanovié, Belgrade 1964) 7 Nf3 
0-0 =, Bronstein—Unzicker, Moscow 1976. 


(f) 6 ...c6 7 Bc4 Bc5 8 Qe2 axd5 9 Nc3 +, L. Day—Krnan, Southam Mem. (rapid) 
2004. Also inferior are 6... Bf5,6...Bg4,and6...Be7, 


(g) 7 Bd3 Nf2 8 Qe2t Qe7 9 Rf1 Nxd3t 10 cxd3 is equal, Chesnokov—Korotkova, 
Siberia 2002. 


(h) 7... Bf2t 8 Kd1 Qxd5t 9 Nfd2 f5 10 Nc3 Qd4 11 Nexe4 +, Duc—Son, Vietnam 
2006. 
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(i) 8 g4? 0-0 9 gxf5 Re8 +, Spielmann—Tarrasch, Moravska Ostrava 1923. 
(j) 11 Qxe7t Kxe7 12 bxc3 Be4 13 Ng5 Bxd5 14 0-0-0 Rd8 15 c4 +, Gravel—- 
O. Rodriguez, Spain 1992. 


(k) (A) 6... 0-0 7 Nxe4 Re8 8 Bxb4 Nxe4 9 dxe4 Rxe4t 10 Be2 Rxb4 11 Nf3 =, 
Spassky—Bronstein, Moscow 1971. (B) 6... exd3 7 Bxd3 +, Loser—Zakharov, 
Moscow 1975. 


(l) 8... Re8t 9 Be2 Nxd5 10 Nxd5 Qxd5 11 Nf3 Bc5 12 b4 +, Lu Yanjing—-Wang 
Yu, China 2001. 
(m) 9... Re8t 10 Be2 Bg4 gives Black play for the pawn. This is probably supe- 
rior to the column continuation. 
(n) 11 Be2 Nf6 12 Nf3 +, Razhdestvensky—Estrin, Moscow 1943, 
(0) 4 dxc6 Nxc6 5 Nf3 exf4 6 d4 Bd6 7 Bb5 Nge7 =, Flouzat—G., Flear, St. Affrique 
2001, 


(p) 6 Qf2 Nxe5 7 d4 Ng4 8 Bb5t Bd7 9 Qe2t Qe7 10 Bxd7t Kxd7 11 Qxe7t =, 
Arnaudov—Donev, Plovdiv 1989. 


(q) (A) 6...d4 7 Qe4 Bc5 8 b4 Nxb4 9 Ba3 +, Reprintsev—Vasiljev, corr. 1990. 
(B) 6...Bg4 7 Nc3 Nge7 8 Qf2 Bxf3 9 Qxf3 +, Reprintsev—Tsyplakov, corr. 
1991. 


(r) 7... Bg4 8 Qb5 Bxf3 9 Qxc5 Qh4t 10 Qf2 + (Lepeshkin). 
(s) 4... cxd5 5 fxe5 d4 6 Ne4 Nc6 7 Nf3 Qd5 8 Nf2 Bfs 9 Bd3 Bg6 10 0-0 +, 
Teichmann—Marshall, Mannheim 1914, 


(t) 5...Nf6 6 d4 Bd6 7 Qe2t Qe7 8 Qxe7t Kxe7 9 Bc4 ReB 10 0-0 4, 
Piber—Jovan, Bled 2001, 


(u) (A) 8 Bd3 0-0 9 Ne2 Bg4 10 0-0 3, Day—Mercurl, St. John 1988. (B) 8 d5 Nb4 
9 Bc4 Bf5 10 Bb3 Qb6 (10... 00 11 0-0 Bg4 12 Ne4 +, Spassky—Zsu. Polgar, 
Wellington 1988); now 11 Ba4 (instead of 11 a3 in Gallagher—-Nunn, London 
1987) would be even. 


(v) 8... 0-0 9 Nxd6 Qxd6 10 c3 leaves White with a small edge. 
(w) 11 0-0 Bg4 12 h3 Bh5 13 Qb3 Bb6 14 Kh1 +, Westerinen—Marin, Manila 1992. 


(x) If 3 Nc3 Black has the choice of 3. . . Nf6 transposing to the Vienna Game, or 
3....d4 4 Nce2 Nc6 (4... d3!? [Bronstein]) 5 Nf3 Bd6 with probably equal 
play. 

(y) A bizarre continuation is 3... Nh6 4 exd5 e4 5 Qe2 Be7 6 Qxe4 0-0 7 Bd3 
Bh4t 8 Kf1 Bf5-9 Qc4 Bg4, when Black has play for the lost material, 
Hort-Miles, Germany 1983. 


(z) 4...Nd75 Nc3 Nxe5 6 fxe5 Qd4 7 Qe2 Qxe5 8 d4 Qxd4 9 Be3 Qed 10 0-0-0 
with compensation for the pawns, Hermez—Rouzaud, Paris 2001. 


(aa) 8... Bxe5 9 fxe5 Ng4 10 Bf4 Qd4t 11 Khi Nf2t 12 Rxf2 Qxf2 13 Qhs hé 
14 Rf1 with a good attack (Alapin). 


(bb) 9 Nxd7 Qxd7 10 Qf3 Rb8 10 f5 b6 was about even in Chigorin—Waldbrodt, 
Hastings 1895. 


(cc) 9... Nc5 10 Nxd6 Qxd6 11 Bc4 Bf5 = (Korchnoi). 
, 15 


KING’S GAMBIT 


Gambit Declined 
1e4e5 2 f4 
31 32 33 34 35 36 
Be ineenededcvin cu dy Heated eed sivd 08 Meade eea cence eee eenvetnnsieassereen Nf6(u) 
3 Nf3(a) fxe5(v) 
d6(b) Nxe4 
4 NGS iaseidi.cieant heen cés c3 Nf3 
Nf6(c) Nf6(k) Ng5(w) 
5 Bc4 FROG vcs cca scan dsdaacesesese d4 d4(x) 
Nc6(d) dxe5 exd4(p) Nxf3t 
6 d3 4 vce coasees Nxe5 cxd4 Qxf3 
Bg4(e)....... a6 exd4 0-0(o0) Bb6(q) Qh4t 
7 Na4(f) Rf1(h) exda4(l) d4 Nc3(r) Qf2 
Bb6(g) Be6(i) Bb4t(m) Bd6é 0-0 Qxf2t 
8 Nxb6 Nd5 Bd2 Nf3 Be2(s) Kxf2 
axb6 Bxd5 Qe7 Nxe4 Nc6é d6 
9 c3 exd5 Bd3 Bd3 e5 exd6 
0-0 + Nd4(j) Nxe4(n) Nf6= dxe5(t) Bxd6(y) 


(a) Not 3 fxe5? Qh4t! 
(b) (A) 3... Nc6 4 fxe5 +. (B) 3...d5 4 Nxe5 Nf6 5 d4 Bb6 6 exd5 + (Glazkov). 


(c) 4... Nc6 5 Bb5 Bd7 6 d3 Nd4 7 Bxd7t Qxd7 8 fxe5 Nxf3t 9 Qxf3 dxe5 10 Rf1 
f6 =, Londyn—Sodoma, Prague 2006. Instead 5 Bc4 is like the column. 


(d) On 5... exf46 d4 Bb4 7 e5 Ne4 8 0-0 Nxc3 9 bxc3 Bxc3 10 exd6 Qxd6 11 Qd3 
Bxal 12 Ba3 White has attacking chances for the lost material, Hebden- 
Georgadze, Cappelle la Grande 1995. 


(e) (A) 6... Ng4 7 Ngd 0-0 8 f5 Bfat (8... Nf6 9 g4 h6 10h4 +, Hellers—Bjarns- 
son, Reykjavik 1984) 9 Kfi Ne3t 10 Bxe3 Bxe3 11 h4 g6 12 Nxf7 Rxf7 13 Qf3 
+, Grabarczyk—Jirka, Griesheim 2003. (B) 6... Be6 7 Bb5 a6 8 Bxc6t bxc6 
9 f5 +, W. Adams-Jackson, Boston 1944, 


(f) 7 h3 Bxf3 8 Qxf3 Nd4 9 Qg3 is the old line, After g.. . Nxc2t 10 Kd1 Nxa1 
11 Qxg7 Rf8 12 fxe5 dxe5 13 Rf1 Be7 14 Bg5 +, Faulks—Kabera, Turin Ol. 
2006. Black could try 9... Qe7 or 9... exf4 with fair chances. 


(g) 7... Bxf3 8 Qxf3 Nd4 9 Qd1 b5 10 Bxf7t Kxf7 11 NxcS +, Balashov— 
Matanovié, Skopje 1970. 


(h) 7 f5 is a major alternative. Neither 7...Na5 8 a3 Nxc4 9 dxc4 h6 10 Qe2 
Hartston—Richardson, Southport 1983, nor 7...h6 8 Qe2 b5 9 Bb3 
Lepeshkin—Terteriants, Moscow 1982, quite equalizes. 


It it 
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(i) 7... Bg4 8 h3 Bxf3 9 Qxf3 Nd4 10 Qg3 +, McShane—Koneru, Esbjerg 2003. 
(j) 10 c3 Nxf3t 11 Qxf3 Nd7 12 Qg3 + (Glazkov). 


(k) (A) 4... Bb6 5 Na3 Nf6é 6 d3 Ng4 7 d4 &, Hector—Hjelm, Politiken Cup 2005. 
(B) 4... Bg4 5 fxe5 dxe5 6 Qa4t Bd7 7 Qc2 zt. (C)4...£55 fxe5 dxed 6 d4 
exd4 7 Bc4 Nf6 (7... fxe4 is unclear, Schmedders—Frelse, Suder Sommer 
2000) 8 e5 + (Glazkov). 


() 7 e&5 Nd5 8 cxd4 Bb4t 9 Bd2 Nec6 =, Marshall—Vidmar, 1923. 


(m) Black is worse after both 7... Nxe4 8 dxc5 Qxdit 9 Kxd1 Nf2t 10 Kel and 
7... Bb6 8 Nc3 Bg4 9 Bg5 +, Borovsky—Bukhman, Helsinki 1975. 


(n)} 10 Bxe4 Qxe4t 11 Kf2 Bxd2 12 Nbxd2, So. Polgar—Flear, Brussels 1987, now 
12 ....Qd5 13 Re1t Be6 is equal. 


(0) 6... Qe7 7 d4 Bd6 8 Nf3 Nxe4 9 Be2 0-0 10 0-0 c5 11 Bd3 +. 


(p} 5... Bb6 6 fxe5 (6 dxe5 Ng4 7 Ng5 h6 8 e6 Bf2t 9 Kd2 Be3t 10 Kc2 hxgs 
11 Qxg4 co, Nevednichy—Vivanov, Sebastopol 1985) 6 . . . Nxe4 7 Bd3 f5 8 exf6 
Nxf6 9 0-0 +, Maidla—Sifrer, Debrecen 1992. 


(q) 6...Bb4t 7 Bd2 Bxd2t 8 Nbxd2 Qe7 9 Bd3 Nxe4 10 Nxe4 d5 11 0-0 dxe4 
12 Bxe4 0-0 13 Qd3 +, Charbonneau-Christiansen, USA 2002. 


(r} Also 7 e5 Nd5 8 Bc4 Ba5dt 9 Bd2 Bxd2t 10 Qxd2 Nb6 11 Bb3 =, Zelevinsky— 
Berezin, Moscow 1959. 


(s) 8 e5 Ng4 9 Nd5d Ba5dt 10 b4 c6 is unclear, Lepeshkin. 
(t) 10 fxe5 Nd5 11 Bg5 Nxc3 12 bxc3 +, Karker—Lie, corr. 1987, 


(u) (A) 2... Qh4t 3 g3 Qe7 4Nc3 exf4 5 d4 fxg3 6 Bf4 d5 7 hxg3 +, Gallaghor— 
Berezovsky, Berne 1993. (B) 2... Qf6 (Bucherl) 3 Nc3 Qxf4 4 Nf3 Bb4 5 Bc4 
Bxc3 6 0-0 Ba5 7 d4 Qxe4 8 Bxf7t with a mighty attack, Sanchez—Lugo, Cuba 
1992. 


(v) If 3 Nf3 Black can either transpose into a main line with 3... exf4, or play 
3...d5 4 fxe5 Nxe4 5 d3 Ned 6 d4 Ne4 7 Bd3 =, So. Polgar—Selles, San Se- 
bastian 1991. 


(w) 4... Be7 5 d4 0-0 6 Bd3 d5 7 0-0 cS 8 c3 &, Nelson—Parveen, England 1991. 


(x) 5 Nc3 Nc6 6 d3 Nxf3t 7 Qxf3 d6 8 exd6 Bxd6 9 Be3 Ne5 =, Heuer—Wade, Bad 
Worishofen 1992. 


(y} 10 Nd2 Bf5 11 c3 +, Sherzer—G, Hernandez, Santiago 1990. 
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GIUOCO PIANO 


1 e4 eS 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bc4 Bc5 


nee 


Gruoco PIANO, which translates to quiet (or soft) game. In some 

countries it is called instead the Italian Game. It is true that this 
logical development is initially calm compared to some of the wild gam- 
bits of the other chapters, yet the game can certainly become lively if the 
players choose the aggressive lines. White’s play may look straightforward 
and simple to modern eyes—just develop the pieces and castle. There are 
certainly tactics though in the lines with 4 c3 and 5 d4, and the slower 
lines (delaying the confrontation in the center) have subtleties in the 
strategic buildup. The opening is not as complex as the Ruy Lopez; still 
many of the world’s best players (Kramnik, Gelfand, Ivanchuk) use the 
opening occasionally, and several lesser grandmasters use it routinely. 

Black’s 3... Bc5 in answer to 3 Bc4 is an attempt to retain parity in 
the center. If White is to achieve control and/or occupation of d4 he will 
have to fight for it. Black is trying to keep the balance rather than coun- 
terattack immediately, as in the Two Knights’ Defense. 

The first six columns cover the “action” variations where White 
plays 4 c3 and 5 d4. Column 1 is the old main line, which peters out to 
equality. The Mdller Attack is 4 c3 Nf6 5 d4 exd4 6 cxd4 Bb4t 7 Nc3 
(columns 3-5), in which White offers a pawn for open lines and develop- 
ment. Black has a variety of defenses in this wide-open position, but most 
reliable is 7 .. . Nxe4 8 0-0 Bxc3 (columns 3-4). Column 6 is a reasonable 
continuation to get a complex, open, though equal position. 

White avoids immediate central action in columns 7-12. Here the 
game sees less tactics in the beginning and allows for a strategic buildup. 
This is the continuation favored by most grandmasters when they play the 
Giuoco Piano. There is scope for different plans from a queenside pawn 
advance to maneuvering for kingside play. Black will gain equality with 
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ENTURIES AGO, the Italians dubbed these three classical moves as the 


good play so the outcome of the game will be decided in the middlegame 
and endgame rather than a quick win from sharp opening theory. One can 
learn from the opening theory when/if to play ...a6 as Black, when to 
break in the center with the d-pawn, and other positional subtleties. 

Columns 13-18 are less usual lines. 4 c3 is still the subject of cols. 
13-15, but these are less usual or straightforward strategies. Columns 
16-17 see the simple 4 Nc3, a move which many beginners play. It is 
nonetheless a logical developing move and even grandmasters will em- 
ploy it and win as shown by Nigel Short. 
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GIUOCO PIANO 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bc4 Bc5 4 c3 Nf6 5 d4 exd4 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
6 cxd4 e5(v) 
Bb4t d5 
7 Bd 2s: acess Kf17! ........ Nc3(Maller Attack) Bb5 
Bxd2t(a)....d5(f)......... NXO4sivececi den vicdodsnadieen d5(r) Ne4 
8 Nbxd2 exd5 0-0 exd5 cxd4 
d5(b) Nxd5 Bxc3(i) Nxd5 Bb6(w) 
9 exd5 Nc3 d5(j) 0-0 Nc3 
Nxd5 Be6 Bf6(k)....... Ne5 Be6(s) 0-0 
10 Qb3(c) Qe2(g) Re1 bxc3 Bg5 Be3(x) 
Na5(d) Bxc3 Ne7 Nxc4 Be7 Ne7 
11 Qa4t bxc3 Rxe4 Qd4 Bxd5(t) 0-0 
Nc6= Nxc3 dé(1) 0-0(0) Bxd5 c6 
12 + Bbsd Qe1 Bg5(m) Qxe4 Nxd5 Bd3 
Qe7t Nd5 Bxg5 Ndé(p) Qxd5 Nxc3 
13 Ned Ba3 Nxgs Qf Bxe7 bxc3 
Bd7(e) a6 (h) h6(n) Ne8(q) Nxe7(u) Bf5= 


(a) 7...Nxe4 is also reasonable here. After 8 Bxb4 Nxb4 9 Bxf7t Kxf7 10 Qb3t 
Kfé (10... d5 can be played) 11 Qxb4t Qe7 12 Qxe7t Kxe7 the game is equal, 
Wedberg-Korman, Sweden 1978. 


(b) 8... Nxe4 9 d5 Nxd2 10 Qxd2 Ne7 11 d6 cxd6 12 Qxdé6 is a promising gam- 
bit suggested by Keres. 


(c) 10 0-0 0-0 11 Ne5 Nxd4 12 Nb3 Nxb3 13 Bxd5 Qfé (13 ... Nxa1 14 Bxf7t Kh8 
15 Qh5 h6 16 Rd1i +) 14 Bxf7+ Rxf7 15 Qxb3 =, Khasin—Zagorovsky, USSR 
1955. 


(d) 10... Nce7 11 0-0 0-0 12 Rfe1 c6 =, van der Wiel-Karpov, Amsterdam 1980. 


(e) 14 0-0 (Zelcic-Mamedyarov, European Chp. 2001), now 14. . . Nxe5 = is sim- 
plest. 


(f) 7...Nxe4 8 d5 Ne7 9 Qd4 Nf6 10 Bg5 gave White a terrific attack in 
Marshall—Burn, Ostende 1905. 


(g) 10 Qb3 Na5 11 Qa4t Bd7 12 Bb5 Nxc3 + (Levenfish). 


(hb) 14 Rc1 Qd7 +, Bartmansky—Butik, corr. 1910, since no good is 15 Bxd5 Qxd5 
16 Rc5 Qxa2. 


(i) 8... Nxc3 9 bxc3 d5 (9... Bxc3 10 Ba3!.+ Keres) 10 cxb4 dxc4 11 Re1t Ne7 
12 Bg5 f6 13 Qe2 Bg4 (13 ... fxg5 14 Qxc4 + Keres) 14 Bf4 Kf7 15 Qxc4t + 
(Sakharov). 
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() 9 bxc3 d5 10 Ba3 dxc4 11 Re1 Be6 12 Rxe4 Qd5 13 Qe2 0-0-0 14 Ne5 Rhe® is 
good for Black, Steinitz—Lasker, St. Petersburg 1896. 


(k) Alternatives are: (A) 9... Ne7 10 bxc3 0-0 11 Re1 Nd6 12 Bd3 h6 13 c4 3, 
Demuth—Loonnides, Szombathely 1991. (B) 9... Ba5 10 dxc6 bxc6 11 Ne5 
Nd6 12 Qe4 + (Miller). (C) 9... Nd6 and (D) 9... Na5 also fail to equalize. 


(1) 11... 0-0 is reasonable here. After 12 d6 cxd6 13 Bg5 (13 Qxd6 Nf5 14 Qd5 
Ne7 and now 15 Qdé6 Nfs repeats the position, otherwise White allows 
...d5.) 13...Np6 (13... Bxg5 14 Nxg5 d5 15 Bxd5 Nxd5 16 Qxd5 hé 
17 Nxf7 Rxf7 18 Rae1 Qf6 19 Re7 Qxf2t 20 Khi g5 21 Rxf7 Qxf7 22 Re&t is 
drawn—Botterill) 14 Qd5 with roughly equal chances. 


(m) 12 g4 0-0 13 g5 Bed 14 Nxe5 Bf5 15 Re3 dxe5 16 Rxe5 Qd7, Rufenacht—Smit, 
corr. 1991. Black is better. 


(n) If instead 13 ... 0-0 14 Nxh7 Kxh7 15 Qh5t Kg8 16 Rh4 f5 17 Be2!? Ng6 = 
(17... Bd 18) Qh7t Kf7 19 Rh6! wins, Abdullah-Gokhale, Cainhill Open 
2003). After 13...h6 there is: (A) 14 Qe2 hxg5 15 Rel Be6 16 dxe6 f6 
(16... 15 17 Re3 g4 18 h3 d5 19 Bd3 c6 20 hxg4 Qd6 F, L. Vega—de la Paz, 
Cuba 1996) 17 Re3 c6 18 Rh3 Rxh3 19 gxh3 g6 with perhaps a small edge to 
Black, Hardarsson—Livshits, Olomouc 2001. (B) 14 Bb5t Bd7 15 Qe2 Bxb5 
16 Qxb5+t Qd7 17 Qe2 Kf8 +, Zafirov-Masse, Quebec 2003. 


(0) (A) 11...Ncd6 12 Qxp7 Qfé 13 Qxf6 Nxf6 14 Reit Kfs 15 Bh6t Kg8 16 Re5 
Nfe4 17 Re1 +, Durao—Ferrara, Seville 1994. (B) 11... £5 12 Qxc4 d6 13 Nd4 
0-0 14 £3 Nf6 =, Schlechter—Mertner, Vienna 1899. 


(p) 12... b5 13 a4 c6 14 axb5 axb5 =, Dzindzichashvili—Karpov, Mazatlan 1988. 


(q) Leygue—Flear, France 2003. Now 14 Qg3 with the idea of 15 Bg5 will gain 
White almost enough compensation for the pawn. 


(r) 7... 0-0 8 e5 Ne4 9 0-0 Bxc3 10 bxc3 d5 +. 


(s) Also reasonable is 9... Nxc3 10 bxc3 Be7 11 Re1 0-0 12 Ne5 Nxe5 13 Rxe5 
Bf6 14 Rhd g6 =. 


(t) Also 11 Bxe7 Ncxe7 when both 12 Ne4 and 12 Qb3 give White an edge 
(Keres). 


(u) 14 Re1 f6 15 Qe2 Qd7 16 Rac1, Steinitz—-Von Bardeleben, Hastings 1895; now 
16... Kf7 would have been unclear after 17 Ne5t or 17 Ng5t. Romanovsky 
suggested 16 d5, after which 16 ... Kf7 17 Rad1 Rad8 18 Qe6t Qxe6 19 dxe6t 
Kg6 allows chances for both sides. 


(v) 6 0-0 Nxe4 7 cxd4 d5 8 dxc5 dxc4 9 Qe2 (9 Qxd8t Kxd8 10 Rd1t Bd7 *) 
9...Qd3 10 Re1 f5 =, Biolek—Keitlinghaus, Ostrava 1993. 


(w) (A) 8... Be7 9 Nc3 0-0 10 Bd3 f5 11 exf6 +, Steinitz-Lasker, New York 1894. 
(B) 8... Bb4t 9 Nbd2 0-0 10 Bxc6 bxc6 11 Qc2 c5 12 0-0 +, Rayo—Yanez, 
Madrid 1989, 


(x) 10 Bxc6 bxc6 11 Be3 f5 12 exf6 Qxf6 13 Qb3 Qg6 =, Rowson-I. Sokolov, Self 
oss 2002. The column is Macieja—Aronian, Anatalya 2003. 
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GIUOCO PIANO 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bc4 Bc5 4 c3 Nf6 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
5 d3 
AG (A) idedavdevcccaneds eewanncvuacebaaee O (| rn d6 
6 OOo sovenn vee asaetee Nbd2 b4 b4 
Ba7(b) Ba7 Bb6 Bb6 
7 Bb3........05 Re1(f) Bb3 a4 a4 
0-0 d6 0-0 a6 a5(m) 
8 h3(c) Bb3 h3 0-0 b5 
d5 0-0 d5(h) d6 Ne7 
9  Nbd2 h3 Qe2 Bg5 0-0 
dxe4(d) h6 Res h6(j) 0-0 
10 dxe4 Nbd2 Nf1 Bh4 Nbd2........ Bg5 
Qe7 Be6 Be6 g5(k) Neg6 Ng6(p) 
11 Nh2 Nfi Ng5 Bg3 Ba3(n) Nh4 


Nda(e) Re&(g) Na5(i) Bg4(l) Qe7(o) Nxh4(q) 


(a) The immediate 5...d5 is premature—6 exd5 Nxd5 7 Qb3 Nf4 8 Bxf4 exf4 
9 Bxf7+ Kf8 10 Bc4 Qe7t 11 Kf1 +, Godena—Crepan, Italy 1986. 


(b) 6... 0-0 allows 7 d4, and if then 7... Ba7 8 dxe5 Nxe4 9 Bd5 Nc5 10 Bg5 + 
Petrienko—Miranovic, Novi Sad 1988. 


(c) (A) 8 Bg5 hé6 9 Bh4 d6 10 Nbd2 g5 11 Bg3 b5 12 Rei Re8 =, Repkova— 
Stefanova, Croatia 2004. (B) 8 Be3 d6 9 Nbd2 Ne7 =, Matwani-—Short, Gibral- 
tar 2004, 


(d) 9... Re8 10 Rel b5 11 Qe2 Bb7 is also equal, A. Toth—-Vajda, Sozina 2005. 


(e) After 11... Nd8 12 Rel Ne6 13 Ndfi h6 is about even, V. Nevednichy-— 
Notkin, Yugoslavia 1996. 


(f£) 7 Be3 0-0 8 Bxa7 Rxa7 9 Re1 d6 10 a4 Ra8 11 Nbd2 Re8 =, Areschenko~— 
Sorokin, Aeroflot Open 2006. 


(g) 12 Be3 d5 (delayed, but effective now) 13 Baer Rxa7 14 exd5 Bxd5 = 
Yudasin—Adams, Belgrade 1999. 


(h) A straightforward plan is 8... h6 9 Nfi d5 10 Qe2 Be6 11 Ng3 dxe4 12 dxe4 
Qd6 =, Gunnarsson—Fedorchuk, Czech Open 2003. 


(i) 12 Nxe6 Rxe6 13 Bc2 Qd7 14 Ng3 Rd8 15 0-0 Nc6 16 Qfs Ne7 17 Re1 c6 =, 
Bologan—Adams, Internet 2004. 


(j) In an analogous position after 9 a5 Ba7 10 Bg5, Portisch played 10... Ne7 
11 Bxf6 gxf6 12 Nh4 Ng6 and had fine chances against Ehlvest, Skelleftea 
1989. 
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(k) 10... Bg4 11 a5 Ba7 12 h3 Bhd 13 g4 +, Belov—Landa, Chita 1987. 


(l) After 12 a5 Ba7 13 h3 Bh5 14 Nbdz Bg6 Black has a fully equal position, 
Yudasin—Tseitlin, Moscow 1989. 


(m) 7...a68 0-00-09 Be3 Bxe3 10 fxe3 d5 11 exd5 Nxd5 12 Qd2 Be6 13 Na3 Qe7 
14 e4 Nb6 15 Bxe6 Qxe6 =, Yermolinsky—Anand, Madrid 1998. 


(n) Other ideas are: (A) 11 Bb3 c6 (11... d5 12 Ba3 Re8 13 exd5 Nxd5 14 Ne4 +, 
Ljubojevic—Korchnoi, Brussels 1987) 12 bxc6 (12 d4 Bg4 13 Bb2 d5 14 h3 
dxe4 15 Nxe4 Bf5 unclear, Nunn—Winants, Brussels 1988) 12... bxc6 13 d4 
Bg4 14 Qc2 Nf4 15 dxe5 dxe5 16 Nxe5 Be2 17 Ndf3 with sharp but equal play, 
Mestel—Greenfeld, Beersheba 1988. (B) Another plan (with a different lead-in) 
is 10 h3 Ng6 11 Rel c6 12 Bb3 Re8 13 bxc6 bxc6 14 Na3 d5 15 exd5 Nxd5, 
which is probably a little better for Black, Tolnai-L Sokolov, Croatia 1993. 


(o) 12 Re1 Bc5 13 Bxc5 dxc5 =, Yudasin—Mikhalevski, Beersheba 1993. Instead if 
11...Nh5 12 d4 Nhf4 13 dxe5 Nxe5 14 Nxe5 Qg5 15 g3 Nh3t 16 Kg2 Qxe5 
17 Bd5 with advantage to White, Hjartarson—Short, Manila 1992. 


(p) 10 ...c6 11 bxc6 bxc6 12 Ba2 Ng6 13 Nh4 Nf4 14 Bxf4 exf4 15 Nf3 Bg4 =, 
Sermek—Wehmeier, Groningen 1993. 


(q) 12 Bxh4 h6 13 Na3 g5 14 Bg3 hd 15 Qd2 Nh7 16 h3 Qf6 =, Macieja— 
Harikrishna, Bermuda 2005. 
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GIUOCO PIANO 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bc4 Bcd 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
4 CB send Se tancdev evden bias ian ee NGS fi2ecit. decatordnetstens 0-0 
Bb6.......00. GS sic 2 aus Nf6 Nf6 Nf6é 
5 d4 d4 b4 d3 d4 
Qe7 exd4 Bb6 d6 Bxd4(t) 
6 0-0(a) cxd4 d3 Bg5 Nxd4 
d6 Bbé(d) dé HG? vis seeeeice Nad Nxd4 
7 h3 Nc3(e) 0-0(i) Bxf6 Bb3(r) Bg5(u) 
Nfé Nfé Ne7(j) Qxf6 c6 dé 
8 Rel Be3 (f) Nbd2(k) Nd5 d4 £4 
0-0(b) 0-0 c6 Qd8(n) Nxb3 Qe7(v) 
9 a4 Bb3(g) Re1(l) c3 axb3 fxe5 
a6 Bg4 0-0 Ne7(o) exd4 dxe5 
10 Na3 Qd3 a4 d4 Nxd4 c3 
Kh8 Qe7 Ng6 Nxd5(p) 6 Ne6 
11 Nc2 Nd2 a5 dxc5 Bh4 Bxe6 
Ng&(c) Be6(h) Bc7(m) Nf4(q) 0-0(s) Bxe6(w) 


(a) 6 d5 Nd8 7 a4 a6 8 d6 Qxd6 9 Qxd6 cxd6 10 Bd5 Nc6 11 Na3 Bc7 with chances 
for both sides, Rakié—Djurié, Vinjaéka Banja 1979. 


(b) 8...h69a4a6 10Na3 g5 11 Bfl g4 12 hxg4 Nxg4 13 Nc4 Bxd4 14 cxd4 Nxd4 
15 Be2 favored White in Spassov—Kontié, NikSié 1991. 


(c) 12b4 {6 13 Ne3 4, Heidenfeld—Euwe, Johannesburg 1955. 


(d) 6... Bb4t 7 Nc3 Nf6 (7... Nge7 8 Ng5 d5 9 exd5 Bxc3t 10 bxc3 Nxd5 
11 0-0 6, Stein—H. Hansen, Gausdal 1996) 8 Bg5 h6 9 Bxf6 Qxf6 10 0-0 Bxc3 
11 bxc3 is slightly better for White. 


(ec) 7 h3 Nf6 8 Nc3 0-0 9 Bg5 (9 0-0 Nxe4 10 Nxe4 d5 11 Bg5 Qd7 =) 9...h6 
10 Bh4 g5 11 Bg3 Nxe4 12 Nxe4 Re8 ¥, Kovalenko—Romanov, Kiev 2004. 


(f) 8 0-0 Bg4 9 Be3 Qe7 with the idea ... 0-0-0 is okay for Black. 


(g) 9 0-0 Nxe4 10 Nxe4 d5 11 Bxd5 Qxd5 12 Nc3 Qh5 was fine for Black in 
Rahman—Lodhi, Dhaka 1993. 


(h) 12 Nc4 Nb4 13 Qd2 Bxc4 14 Bxc4 Nxe4 15 Nxe4 d5 16 Nc5 Nc6 17 0-0 dxc4 
18 Nxb7 Rab8 19 Nc5 Rfd8 20 Qc3 Bxc5 21 dxc5 Qe4 =, Wekh—Barwinski, 
Warsaw 1993. 


(i) 7 a4.a6 8 0-0 0-0 9 Nbd2 Ne7 10 Bb3 Ng6 11 Ne4 Ba7 =, S. Hansen—Adams, In- 
ternet 2003. 
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() 7...0-0 8 Nbd2 Ne7 9 Bb3 c6 10 Nc4 Bc7 11 Be5 Ng6 12 Nh4 Nf4 =, 
Macieja—Fontaine, Istanbul 2003. 


(k) 8 Bg5 Ng6 9 Nh4 Nxh4 10 Bxh4 g5 11 Bxg5 Rg8 was dangerous for White in 
Moroz—Podgaets, USSR 1986. 


Q) 9 Bb3 0-0 10 Nc4 Bc7 11 Bg5 Ngé 12 d4h6 13 Bxf6 Qxf6 14 Ne3 a5 +, Gomez 
Jurado—Martin, Andorra 1991. In this line 10 d4 Ng6 11 Re1 h6 12 a3 Re8 
13 Qc2 Nh5 is also +, Zhelnin—Dobrovsky, Odessa 1989. 


(m) 12 Bb3 d5. Now 13 exd5 Nxd5 14 Ne4 h6 15 Bc4 Bf5 favors Black, Yudasin— 
Karpov, USSR 1988. 13 Nf1 has been played several times; 13 .. . Be6 14 g3 hé 
15 Qc2 Rc8 =, Ljubojevic-Hjartarson, Tilburg 1989; 13...h6 14 Ng3 Be6 
15 Be3 Qd7 F, Short—Salov, Linares 1990. 


{n) 8... Qg6!? 9 Qe2 Bg4 10 c3 Bb6 11 a4 f5 (Foltys—Keres, Munich 1936); now 
12 b4 a5 is equal (Keres). 


{o) 9... a6 10 d4 Ba7 11 dxe5 Nxe5 12 Nxe5 dxe5 13 Qhs5 0-0 14 Qxe5 Re8 15 Qf4 
Qd6 16 Qxd6 Rxe4t 17 Ne3 cxd6 18 Bd5 (Short—Aleksandrov, Ismir 2004); 
now 18 ... Re7! 19 0-0-0 Bxe3t 20 fxe3 Bg4 is equal. 


(p) 10... exd4 11 cxd4 Bb6 12 Nxb6 axb6 13 0-0 +, Timman—Nunn, Amsterdam 
1986. 


(q) 12 g3 Nh3 13 cxd6 cxd6 14 Bb5t Kf8 =, Pollvanov—Shinkevich, Chigorin 
Mem. 2002. 


(t) 7 Nd5 Nxc4 8 dxc4 c6 9 Nxf6t pxf6 10 Bh4 (10 Be3 Qb6 )10... Rg8 11 0-0 
Bh3 =, Vlassov—Grischuk, Internet 2004. 


{s) 12 0-0 g5 13 Bg3 Re8 is about even, Morozevich—Kir. Georgiev, Tilburg 1994. 
{t) (A) For 5...exd4 6 e5 see the Max Lange Attack, (B) 5... Nxd4 6 Nxe5 +. 


(u) 7 f4 d6 8 fxe5 dxe5 9 Bg5 Be6 10 Nd2 Qd7 (10... Qe7 11 c3 Bxc4 12 Nxc4 
Ne6 unclear, Minckwitz—Anderssen, Frankfurt 1878) 11 Bxf6 gxf6 12 c3 Bxc4 
13 Nxc4 Ne6 14 Qxd7t Kxd7 = (Gufeld). 


(v) 8... Be6 9 Na3 Qe7 10 c3 Bxe4 11 Nxc4 Ne6 12 fxe5 dxe5 13 Bxf6 Qcdt 
14 Rf2 +, Mestel—Smetan, Buenos Aires 1978. 


(w) After 12 Kh1 Qd7 13 Qe2 0-0-0 chances are roughly equal, Zelcic-Georgadze, 
San Sebastian 1991. 
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EVANS GAMBIT 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bc4 Bc5 4 b4 


Seo ak 
Alt? Riot At 


Ga alin 


CR Vy, 
Os oll fh “yy 
4/4, xe 
a i i wi Te 
EVENNESS 7 5 


HIS BOLD GAMBIT immediately livens the game by offering a wing 
pawn to gain time for development and attacking the center. It was 

popularized in the 1830s by Captain W.D. Evans and used exten- 
sively by Morphy to score many brilliant victories. Yet by the twentieth 
century the verdict had been that the Evans Gambit was simply a tricky 
plan that allowed a good defence with equal chances at least, and proba- 
bly more. While the wins for Black in the endgames were not glamorous 
like White’s brilliant attacking victories, they were wins nonetheless and 
amore likely result. This verdict changed in 1995 when Kasparov took up 
the opening for two games and there was quite a revival of interest in it. 
Enterprising attacking players took it up and the Evans’ glory days re- 
turned for a while. The defenses now have been reviewed and Black is 
theoretically fine, but open and lively games result. 

Columns 1—4 cover the acceptance of the gambit and the retreat of 
the bishop to a5. White can choose between 6 0-0, column 1, allowing the 
Lasker Defense, and 6 d4 (columns 2-4), which includes the Compro- 
mised Defense, 7... dxc3, the Half-Compromised Defense, 7... Nge7, 
and 6... d6. If Black plays 5... Be7, then he must reckon with the line 
revived by Kasparov—7 Be2 and 8 Qxd4. Column 6 is the gambit de- 
clined, a seemingly safer line that nonetheless has some pitfalls. 
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EVANS GAMBIT 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bc4 Bc5 4b4 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
BXD4 iy ace saint danse cos iaedacan used vanedie sei eee anon eva baterasee cence Bb6 
5 c3 a4 
Bad (a) isesccsussctnescis s ccas teatavosteeteets aecetenas ees Be7 a6(w) 
6 OOP ease d4 d4(r) Nc3(x) 
d6(b) OXO4 i iecsaekioletesenvesel d6 Na5 Nf6 
7 d4 0-0 Qb3 Be2(s) NdB(y) 
Bb6(c) Nge7 .......- dxc3 Qd7{(n). exd4(t) Nxd5 
8 dxe5 cxd4(g) Qb3 Nbd2(o) Qxd4 exd5 
dxe5 d5 Qf6 (k) Bb6(p) Nf6(u) Nd4(z) 
9 Qb3(d) exd5 e5 a4 e5 a5 
Qi6 Nxd5 Qg6 Nf6 Nc6 Ba7 
10 Bg5 Ba3(h) Nxc3 a5 Qh4 d6(aa) 
Qe6 Be6 Nge7 Nxa5 Nd5 cxd6 
11 Bd5 Bb5 Ba3 Rxa5 Qg3 0-0 
f6(e) f6(i) 0-0(1) Bxa5 g6 0-0 
12 Bxga Qa4 Rad1 dxe5 0-0 Nxd4 


fxp5(f)  Bb6(}) Rbs(m) -Ne4(q) = Nb6(v) —Bxd4(bb) 


(a) 5... Bc5 6 d4 exd4 7 0-0 d3 (7... d6 8 cxd4 +) 8 Ng5 Ne5 9 Nxf7! Nxi7 
10 Bxf7+ Kxf7 11 Qh5t and 12 Qxc5 +. 


(b) (A) 6... Qf6 (Steinitz) and (B) 6... Nge7 are not played any more as White 
gets an active game. (C)6..: Nf6 7 d4 Nxe4’8 Nxe5 0-0 9 Ba3 d6 is playable— 
Bilguier. The text leads to Lasker's Defense. 


(c) 7... exd4 8 cxd4 Bb6 is the old “normal position.” After 9 Nc3 (9 d5 was 
often played by Anderssen) both 9... Bg4 and 9... Na5 lead to sharp posi- 
tions where White's attack and central] influence compensate for Black’s extra 
material, 


(d) 9 Qxd8t Nxd8 10 Nxe5 Be6 11 Be2 Ne7 12 Nc4 Ndc6 13 Bf4 =, Anageliev— 
V. Ivanov, Ashgabat 1995. 


(e) 11... Nge7 12 Bxe7 Kxe7 13 Bxc6 Qxc6 14 Nxe5 Qeé6 =. 


(f) 13 Nxg5 (13 Bd5 Qf6 +) 13... Kf! 14 Ne6t Kxg8 15 Nxc7+ Kf 16 Nxa8 Bh3 
17 g3 Qxe4 wins, Kogan—Anand, Venaco Rapid 2005. White should avoid this 
old line if no improvements are found. 


(g) 8 Ng5 d5 9 exd5 Ne5 10 Bb3 0-0 11 cxd4 Ng4 +, Morozevich—Adams, Wijk 
aan Zee 2001. 
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(bh) 10 Qb3 Be6 11 Qxb7 Ndb4 12 Bb5 Bd5 (12...0-0 13 Bxc6 Rb8 , 
Anderssen-S. Mieses, Breslau 1867; 12... Bd7 13 Reit Kf8, Davis—Peters, 
USA 1983, now 14 Ned should give White the edge) 13 Ne5 Rb8 = (Botterill). 


(i) 11... Bb4 12 Bxc6t bxc6 13 Bxb4 Nxb4 14 Qa4 Qd6 15 Nc3 Nd3 16 d5 Ne5 
17 Qxc6t =, Valnio—Heino, Finnish Chp. 2000. 


(j) 13 Bxc6+ bxc6 14 Qxc6t Kf7 (Botterill) leaves Black slightly better. 


(k) 8... Qe7 9 Nxc3 Qb4 10 Bxf7+ Kd8 11 Bb2 Qxb3 12 Bxb3 Bxc3 13 Bxc3 Nf6é 
14 Ng5 +, Hartoch-Eslon, Netherlands 1976. 


(1) 11... Bxc3 12 Qxc3 0-0 13 Rad1 +, Neumann—Anderssen, Berlin 1860. 


(m) 13 Bd3 Qe6 14 Bxh7t Kh8 15 Nd5 +, Schoder-F. Polgar, corr. 1990. The Com- 
promised Defense is hard for Black. 


(n) 7... Nxd4 8 Nxd4 exd4 9 0-0 with a good attack (Christiansen), This is an im- 
provement on 9 Bxf7+ Kf8 10 0-0, Thomas—Unzicker, Hastings 1950; and now 
10... Qf6. 


(o) A suggestion of Larry Christiansen as an improvement over 8 dxe5 Bb6 
9 Nbd2 dxe5 10 Ba3 Na5 11 Qb4 c5 12 Qb2 Nxc4 13 Nxc4 f6 14 Rd1 Qc6 
15 Nd6t Ke7 +, Vovk—Malorov, Automark Open 2005. 


(p) 8... exd4, 8... Nf6, and 8... Nh6 are all good for White (Christiansen), 


(q) After 13 exd6 Bb6 14 h3 Nxf2 15 Rf1 0-0 16 Ba3 cxd6 17 Rxf2 Bxf2t 
18 Kxf2 a weird material balance arises, which is probably slightly in White's 
favor. 


(rt) 6 Qb3 Nh6 7 d4 Nad 8 Qb5 Nxc4 9 Bxh6 Nd6 10 Qxe5 Nxe4 11 Bxg7 Rg8 
12 Qxe4 Rxg7= or 12 d5 Nod is okay for Black. 


(s) 7 Nxe5 Nxc4 8 Nxc4 d5 9 exd5 Qxd5 is about even. 7 Bd3 and even 7 Bxf7+ 
have been played occasionally, but need not worry Black much. 


(t) Safer is 7...d6 8 Qa4t c6 9 dxe5 dxe5 10 Nxe5 Nf6 11 0-0 b5 12 Qc2 0-0 =, 
Jobava—Stefansson, Antalya 2004. 


(u) 8...d6 9 Qxg7 Bf6 10 Qg3 Qe7 11 Qf4 (11 0-0 Qxe4!) 11... Bd7 12 0-0 0-0- 
0 is roughly equal, Karjakin—Beliavsky, Warsaw 2005. 


(v) 13 c4 d6 (13... d5 14 cxd5 Qxd5 15 Nc3 0; 13... Na4!? [Kasparov]) 14 Rd1 
Nd7 15 Bh6 Nexe5 16 Nxe5 Nxe5 17 Nc3 f6 18 c5 and White had a good attack 
in Kasparov—Anand, Riga 1995. 


(w) 5... a5 6 b5 Nd4 7 Nxd4 Bxd4 8 c3 Bb6 9 d4 exd4 (9... Qe7 10 0-0 dé 11 £4 
Be6 12 Na3 = Nunn—Hecht, Buenos Aires 1978) 10 0-0 Ne7 11 Bg5 h6é 
12 Bxe7 Qxe7 13 cxd4 Qd6 14 Nc3 Bxd4 15 Nd5 +, Kasparov—Piket, Amster- 
dam 1995. 


(x) 6 Bb2 d6 7 b5 axb5 8 axb5 Rxa1 9 Bxa1 Nd4 10 Nxd4 exd4 11 c3 Nf6 12 0-0 
0-0 13 d3 d5 14 exd5 Nxd5 15 Qf3 Nf6 16 h3 Re8 17 Nd2 2, Tartakower- 
Rhodes, Southport 1950. 


(y) 7d4 exd4 8 Nd5 Nxd5 9 exd5 Qe7t 10 Kf1 Ne5 11 d6 cxd6 12 Bd5 isa promis- 
ing gambit, Conquest—Winants, Amsterdam 1996. 
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(z) 8...e4 9 dxc6 exf3 10 Qxf3 Qe7+ 11 Kd1 dxc6 12 Rel Be6 13 Bxe6 +. Also 
10 0-0 0-0 11 Qxf3 dxc6 12 Bb2 +, Perez—M.A. Gonzales, Havana 1995. 


(aa) 10 0-07! Nxf3t 11 Qxf3 d6 +, Miranovic—Leko, Hungary 1995. 
(bb) 13 c3 Ba7 14 Qf3 with compensation for the pawn (Leko). 
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TWO KNIGHTS’ DEFENSE 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bc4 NfG 


Gyigen = 

ahs a sia “a 
SY) 

pata ta 


PAwwe 7s 


Two Knights’ Defense. Already White is confronted with the 

choice of winning a pawn and entering complex play or allowing 
Black to get away with provocative play. This bold choice of opening can 
be psychologically motivated to draw the opponent into battle, as a state- 
ment that peaceful simple play will be avoided. 

The Two Knights’ is one of the oldest of openings, dating to 1580 
when it was subjected to analysis by Polerio. Its reputation through his- 
tory has remained good with the leading masters. One hundred years ago 
the great Tarrasch called 4 Ng5 (the attempt to refute the opening) “ein 
stumper zug”—a beginner’s move. White has developed two pieces and 
proceeds to crudely attack with them—obviously not correct strategy. Yet 
Steinitz believed otherwise and modern theory respects the gain of a 
pawn, though likewise acknowledging the gain of development Black ob- 
tains in return. Thus the critical line has mixed reviews, but Black will be 
happy then if he/she is seeking a fighting, unclear game. Grandmasters of 
aggressive temperament have never been afraid to use this defense, but 
calm, positional players of all strengths would probably prefer to play the 
Giuoco Piano. 

The direct 4 Ng5 is the subject of columns 1-12. The most usual re- 
sponse is 4... d5 5 exd5 Na5 (columns 1-8). Columns 1-6 is the main 
line 6 Bb5t c6 7 dxc6 bxc6 8 Be2 h6, when White must decide on which 
square to retreat his knight to. 9 Nf3 (columns 1—4) allows .. . e4 with the 
initiative, while Nh3 (columns 5 and 6) is on the side of the board and al- 
lows Black the opportunity to double White’s pawns. Still, White is a 
pawn ahead and Black must show compensation for it. Columns 7 and 8 
are lesser played lines after 5...Na5. Column 9 is the Fritz Variation, 
4...d5 5 exd4 Nd4 (the Fried Liver Attack is covered in note (k). The Ul- 
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B LACK ISSUES A CHALLENGE With his/her third move when playing the 


vestad Variation (5 ...b5) is column 10. The fantastic Wilkes-Barre Vari- 
ation in which Black simply ignores the threat on {7 with 4... Bc5 is seen 
in columns 11—12. These lines are for the adventurous. 

White seeks development instead of material with 4 d4, the subject 
of columns 13—20. The Max Lange Attack, 4... exd4 5 0-0 Bc5 is covered 
in columns 13-15, while 5...Nxe4 is columns 16-18. The Max Lange 
leads to more complicated play, while 5...Nxe4 tends to simplicity. 
White’s attempt to avoid these lines with 5 e5 comprises columns 19-20. 
This line sees use from grandmasters, but Black’s chances are reasonable. 
Columns 21—23 are an attempt by White to quiet the position with 4 d3. 
This is really quite a reasonable move, even if it looks as if it is played just 
to avoid complexities. Play can either transpose into a positional game of 
Maneuver, or Black can try to liven the game up with an early... d5— 
though this is a little risky. Column 24 covers 4 Nc3, which allows Black 
to equalize pretty easily with 4... Nxe4. 
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TWO KNIGHTS’ DEFENSE 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bc4 Nf6 4 Ng5 d5 5 exd5 Na5 
6 Bb5t c6 7 dxc6 bxc6 8 Be2 h6 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
9 INES vatd deserts ts Metal aati eee heh Nh3 

e4 BcS(t) ....... Bd6 

10 Ne5 0-0 d3(aa) 
BdG icici iets BC5.......006 Qd4(n) 0-0(u) 0-0 

11 (ore 4 c3(k) f4(o) d3(v) Nc3 
exd3(a) exf3(g) Bd6 Bc5 Nb7(w) Nd5(bb) 

12 Nxd3 Nxf3 f4 Rf1 Nc3 Ne4(cc) 
Qc7 0-0(h) exf3(1) Qd8(p) Nd5(x) Bc7 

13 b3(b) d4 Nxf3 c3(q) BE3 c4 
0-0(c) Re&(i) 0-0 Nd5 Bb6 Ne7 

14 Bb2 0-0 d4 QaA(r) Qe2 0-0 
Ne4(d) Bg4 Re8 0-0 Re8 £5 

15 Nc3 Nc3 0-0 Qxe4 Rel Nc3 
£5(e) Bc7 c5 Re8 Nc5(y) g5 

16 h3 Ne5 Khi d4 Nf4 Kh1 


Ba6(f) Bxe2(j) cxd4(m) Bb6(s) Nb4{z) Ng6(dd) 


(a) 11 ...Qc7 12 Bd2 0-0 13 0-0 Nb7 14 Na3 Be6 15 Nac4 Bxc4 16 Bxc4 c5 17 c3 
xt, Ernst—Kinmark, Sweden 2002. 


(b) (A) 13 g3 0-0 14 Bf4 Bxf4 15 Nxf4 g5 16 Qd4 Qe7 17 Nd3 Bg4 18 Nc3 Rad =, 
Ljubojevic—van der Sterren, Wijk aan Zee 1988. (B) 13 h3 0-0 14 0-0 Bf5 
15 Nd2 Rfe8 16 b3 Rad8 17 Nf3 c5 =. 


{c) 13...c5 14 Na3 a6 15 h3 0-0 16 0-0 =, Priborsky—Jirka, Highlands Open 
2005. 


(d) 14...Nd5 15 h3 Bf5 16 0-0 Rad8 17 Khic5 18 Na3 +, Morozevich—Balashov, 
Novgorod 1997. 


(e) 15... Bf5 16 h3 Rad8 17 0-0 c5 18 Bf3 +, Radjabov—Naiditsch, Warsaw 2005. 


(f) 17 0-0 Rad8 18 Qe1 + c5?! 19 Nxe4 fxe4 20 Nf4l +, Swathi-Ganguly, Indian 
Chp. 2002. 


(g) 11... Qce7 12 d40-0 13 c3 c5 14 Na3 a6 with balanced chances, Suetin—Keres, 
USSR 1950. A footnote to this is 12 Nc3 Bxe5 13 fxe5 Qxe5 14 0-0 0-0 15 d4 
=, Valerga—Malbran, Argentina 2006. 


(h) 12...Ng413 0-0 Qc7 14 h3 h5 15 d4 Bh2t 16 Khi Bg3 17 Nc3 Nf2t 18 Rxf2 
Bxf2 19 Ne4 +, Usoki—Kluger, Hungary 1972. 
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(i) 13...c5 14 dxc5 Bxc5 15 Qxd8 Rxd8 16 Bd2 Nc6 17 Nc3 Negé4 is equal 
(Timman). 


(j) 17 Nxe2 Bxe5 18 dxe5 Rxe5 =, Sutovsky—Beliavsky, India 2004. 
(k) 11 0-0 Qd4 (or 11... Qd6) 12 Ng4 Bxg4 13 Bxg4 0-0 =. 


() 12...0-0 13 00 c5 14 d4 exd3 15 Qxd3 Bb7 16 Rd1 +, Chandler—Hebden, 
Wigan 1997. 


(m) After 17 Nxd4 Ne4, Riand—M. Mitkov, Geneva 1993; now 18 Bf4 is an edge to 
White. 


(n) 10... Qc7 is a decent alternative, when 11 d4 exd3 12 Nxd3 Bd6 would trans- 
pose to col. 1, After 11 £4 Bc5 12 d4 exd3 13 cxd3 0-0 14 Bd2 Nd5 Black has 
adequate play, Gilezedinov—Klovans, corr. 1969. 


(o) 11 Ng4 Bxg4 12 Bxg4 Bc5 13 0-0 e3 is a sharp alternative. Probably chances 
are even. 


(p) Also 12... Bd6 13 c3 Qb6 14 Qa4 0-0 15 b4 Nb7 16 Qxc6 Qd8 17 Na3 a5 with 
compensation for the material, Estrin—Leonidov, USSR 1972. 


(q) 13 d4Bb6 (13... Bxd4? 14.c3 +) 14b4.Nd5 15 bxa5 Qh4t 16 g3 Bxa5t 17 Bd2 
Qxh2 18 Bxa5 Qxg3t is perpetual check (Geller). 


(t) 14 g3 Bh3 15 b4 (not 15 Qa4 Bxf1 16 Nxc6 Nxc6 17 Qxc6t Qd7 F, 
Shirov-Tominsh, Riga 1984) 15 ... Bxf1 16 Kxf1 Nxb4 17 cxb4 Qd4 18 bxc5 
Qxail o, 


(s) Black has play for the lost material according to Keres, though objectively 
White should be better. 


(t) (A) 9... Rb8 10 Nc3 Nd5 (Psakhis—Beliavsky, USSR 1983) 11 d3 Bb4t 12 Bd2 
Bxh3 13 gxh3 Qh4 14 Bf3 +. (B) 9... Qd4 10 d3 Qh4 11 0-0 Bxh3 12 gxh3 
Bd6 13 Bf3 +, Dolmatov—Fernandez, Barcelona 1995. (C) 9... g5 10 d3 Bg7 
11 Nc3 0-0 12 Be3 Nd5 =, Gretarsson—Yemilin, Saint Vincent 2005. 


(u) 10... g5 11 Khig4 12 Ngi Ne4 13 Bxg4 Nxf2t 14 Rxf2 Bxf2 + (Gottschall). 


(v) 11 c3 Nb7 12 Qa4 Bxh3 13 gxh3 Qd6 14 d3 Nd5 F, Steinitz—Chigorin, Havana 
1892. 


(w) (A) 11...Rb8 12 Khi Nd5 13 Ngi f5 14 Nc3 +, Malaniuk-Kruppa, Lvov 
1984. (B) 11... Bxh3 12 gxh3 Qd7 13 Bf3 Qxh3 14 Nd2 Rad8 15 Bg2 Qfs 
16 Qei =, Fischer—Bisguier, New York 1963. 


(x) 12... Bb613 Khi Re8 14 f4 Bc7 15 fxe5 Bxed is about even, Dolmatov—Ivkov, 
Moscow 1985. 


(y) 15...Nxc3 16 bxc3 Bd7, Nunn-Hardicsay, Budapest 1978; now White 
should play 17 Bg4 +. 


(z) 17 Nh5 Ne6 18 Be3 Bd7 19 Ne4 was just a little better for White in Chandler— 
Speelman, Hastings 1989, 


(aa) 10 d4 e4 11 Nf4 Qc7 12 g3 0-0 13 c4 g5 14 Np2 Bh3 15 0-0 Rad8 16 Be3 Nh7 
=, Dolmatov—Ziatdinov, Moscow 1983. 
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(bb) (A) 11... Rb8 12 0-0 Rb4 13 Khi Rh4 (13... Bxh3 14 gxh3 Rh4 15 Regi +) 
14 Ngl e4 15 h3 +, Ivanchuk—Bayram, Saraybahoe 2002. (B) 11... Bf5 12 0-0 
Qd7 13 Kh1 Rad8 14 Ng1 +, Tuesen—M. Hansen, Copenhagen 1991. 


(cc) (A) 12 Bd2 Rb8 13 b3 Nb7 14Ng1 Nc5d 15 Nf3 Nxc3 16 Bxc3 e4 17 Nd2 exd3 
18 cxd3 Bf5 19 Nc4 Re8 20 0-0 Nxd3! =, Ivanchuk—Beliavsky, Dortmund 1998.. 
(B) 12 Bf3 Nxc3 13 bxc3 Qh4 14 Ng1 f5 15 g3 Qf6 16 Ne2 e4 =, Tringov— 
Geller, Havana 1971. 


(dd)17 b4 Nb7 18 £3 Nd6 19 Be3 Be6 20 Rb1 +, Kamsky—Yusupov, Tilburg 1992. 
Black does not have quite enough compensation for his lost pawn. 
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TWO KNIGHTS’ DEFENSE 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bc4 Nf6 4 Ng5 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
Deis chase a caGe edad ncns inten ciieewitateseorse Bc5 (Wilkes-Barre) 
5 exd5 Fritz Ulvestad Bxf7t(s) | Nxf7 
Nab wise cokes saa e a deee tse At Nd4(k)...... b5 Ke7 Bxi2t 
6 Bb5St........ d3 c3(0) Bf1 Bd5(t) Kfily) 
c6(a) h6 b5 hé6 Rf8(u) Qe7 
7 dxc6 Nf3 Bfi(m) Nf3(q) Nf£3(v) Nxhs 
bxc6 e4 Nxd5 Qxd5 Nd4 d5 
8 Qf3 Qe2(f) Ne4(n) Nc3 Nxd4(w)  oexd5 
Rb&(b) Nxc4 Qh4 Qe6 Bxd4 Nd4. 
9 Bd3(c) dxc4 Ng3 Bxb5(r) 0-0 d6 
hé Bc5(g) Bb7(o) Bb7 c6 Qxd6(z) 
10 Ne4 h3(h) cxd4 Qe2 c3 Nf7 
Nd5 0-0 0-0-0 0-0-0 Bb6 Qc5 
11 b3(d) Nh2 Be2 Bxc6 Bb3 d3 
g6 c6(i) Nf4 Qxc6 Qea 4 
12 Qg3 dxc6 0-0 d3 Re1 c3 
Nf4(e) 03(j) Rxd4(p) e4t £Qg6(x)  Bh4(aa) 


(a) Little tested but interesting is 6...Bd7 7 Qe2 Bd6 8 Nc3 0-0 9 Bxd7 Qxd7 
10 0-0 c6 11 dxc6 Nxc6 12 d3 Nd4 13 Qd1 Rac8 14 Be3 Ba3! with chances for 
both sides, Rausis—Islam, Commonwealth Chp. 2002. 


(b) Black has several other possibilities: (A) 8...Qc7 9 Bd3 Bd6 10 Nc3 Bg4 
11 Nb5 Bxf3 12 Nxc7t Bxc7 13 gxf3 =, van der Wiel—Beliavsky, Baden 1980. 
(B) 8... Be7 9 Bd3 0-0 10 Nc3 h6 11 Nge4 Nd5 with compensation for the 
pawn. (C) 8...h6 9 Ne4 Nd5 (van der Wiel—Spassky, 1986) 10 Nec3 +. (D) 
8...cxb59 Qxa8 h6 10 Ne4 Nd5 11 Nd6t +. 


(c) 9 Bxc6t+t Nxc6 10 Qxc6t Nd7 11 d3 Be7 12 Nf3 0-0 13 Nbd2?! Bcd +, 
Hermann—Schaefer, DDR 1983. White can do better with 13 Qe4 Rb4 14 Qez2 
e4 15 dxe4 NcS 16 Nc3 Ba6 when the extra material compensates for the 
White king being stuck in the center. 


(d) (A) 11 0-07! Nb4 +. (B) 11 Ng3 g6 12 b3 h5 13 0-0 Bg7 +, Honfi-Zagarovsky, 
corr. 1963. 


(e) 13 Bb2 Bg7 14 Qxf4! exf4 15 Bxg7 Kd7 16 Bf6, van der Wiel—S. Ernst, Nether- 
lands 2004, White has fine compensation for the queen. Objectively it may be 
equal, but it is easier to play White. 


(f) (A) Bronstein’s sacrifice § dxe4 Nxc4 9 Qd4Nb6 10 c4 c6 11 0-0 cxd5 12 cxd5 
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Be7 is probably somewhat favorable for Black. (B) 8 Nd4 Bc5 9 Be3 Ng4 
10-Bb5t c6 11 dxc6 0-0 was roughly equal in Trapl—Smejkal, Prague 1986. 


(g) 9...Bg410h3 Bhd 11 g4 Bg6 (Korchnoi—Suetin, USSR 1952) 12 Ne5 +. 


(h) (A) 10 Bf4 g5 11 Nxg5 Qe7 12 Nh3 Bg4 is wild and unclear. (B) 10 Nfd2‘0-0 
11 Nb3 Bg4 12 Qf1 Bb4t 13 c3 Be7 +, Salwe—Marshall, Vienna 1908 (and 
Popa-Godena, Verona 2005). 


(i) 11... ¢e3 12 Bxe3 Bxe3 13 fxe3 Ne4 14 0-0 Ng3 is about even. 


(j) 13 Bxe3 Bxe3 14 fxe3 Ne4 with good compensation for the material (Kon- 
dratjev). 


(k) The old 5... Nxd5 is a rare thing these days, although not clearly refuted. 
(A) 6 Nxf7 (The Fried Liver) 6... Kxf7 7 Qf3t Ke6 8 Nc3 Nb4 9 Qe4 (9 a3 is 
possible also) 9...c6 10 a3 Na6 is unclear—Keres. (B) 6 d4 Bb4t 7 c3 Be7 
8 Nxf7 Kxf7 9 Qf3t Ke6 10 Qe4 b5 11 Bxb5 Bb7 12 f4 g6 is about even, 
Kalvach—Drtina, corr. 1986. 


(1) 6 Nc3 h6 7 Nf3 Bg4 =; 6 d6 Qxd6 7 Bxf7+ Ke7 8 Bb3 Nxb3 9 axb3 hé 10 Nf3 e4 
+, Bogoljubow—Rubinstein, Stockholm 1919. 


(m) (A) 7 cxd4 bxc4 8 dxe5 Qxd5 9 0-0 Bb7 10 Qf3 Qxf3 11 Nxf3 Nd7 =, 
Capurro—Lanzani, Genoa 2005. (B) 7 Bd3 Bf5 8 Bxf5 Nxf5 9 Qf3, Morozevich— 
Timman, Amsterdam 1996; now 9... Nh4 would favor Black (Timman). 


(n) (A) 8 h4 h6 9 Ne4 Ne6 10 Bxb5t Bd7 -, (B) 8 cxd4 Qxg5 9 Bxb5t Kd8 10 0-0 
Bb7 11 Q£3 Rb8 12 Qg3 =, Shabalov—A. Ivanov, USA 1996. 


(o) 9...Bg4 10 £3 e4 11 cxd4 Bd6 12 Bxb5t Kd8 13 0-0 exf3, Estrin—Berliner, 
corr. 1965. Now Estrin says 14 Qb3 is clearly better for White and Berliner dis- 
agrees, but White is for choice. 


(p) 13 Bf3 e4 14 Bg4t Kb8 =, Ernst—Hijsman, Sweden 1978. 


(q) Promising is 7 Nxf7 Kxf7 8 dxc6 Bc5 9 Be2 Rf8 10 d3 Kg8 11 0-0 Qes 
12 Nc3 +, Hossain-K. Islam, Bangladesh 2003. 


(rt) 9 Nxb5 Bd6 10 Nxd6t Qxd6 11 d3 Bb7 =, Prie—Tisdall, Debrecen 1992. 
(s) 5 d4 d5 6 Bxd5 Nxd4 7 Nxf7 Qe7 8 Nxh8 Be4 is a messy alternative. 


(t) 6 Bb3 Qes (6... Re8 is also possible) 7 0-0 Rf8 8 Nc3 d6 9 Nd5t Kd8 10 c3 hé 
11 d4 +, J. Howell—Al. David, Groningen 1995. 


(u) 6... Qe8 7d3 d6 8 Bxc6 bxc6 9 Be3 +, Anand—Beliavsky, Linares 1991. 


(v) 7 0-0 d6 8 c3 Qe8 9 Qb3 Qh5 with compensation for the pawn, Belov—Boiko, 
corr. 1991. 


(w) 8 Nc3 d6 9 h3 c6 10 Bb3 Qe8 =, Bethmann—Leisebein, DDR 1989. 
(x) 13 d4 d6 14 f3 Bh3 15 Re2 +, Schlesing—Dovsden, corr. 1989. 


(y) 6 Kxf2 Nxe4t 7 Kgi (7 Ke3 Qe7 8 c3 d5 is another can of worms—unclear for 
100 years) 7... Qh4 8 g3 Nxg3 9 Nxh8 (9 hxg3 Qxg3t 10 Kf Rf8 11 Qhs5 d5 
+, Shatunov—Gorin, corr. 1973) 9... d5 -%, 


(z) 9... cxd6 10 Kxf2 Bg4 11 Qfi Ne4t 12 Kgi +, Ignatiev—Filipov, corr. 1990. 
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(aa) Instead 12. . . Ne6? 13 Qe2 63 14 d4 Qf5 15 NeS Ng5 16 Bxe3 is winning for 
White, Blank—Pankratov, corr, 1993. After 12... Bh4 13 Be3 Bg4 14 Qa4t Bd7 
15 Nd6t?! (White should take the draw with 15 Qd1 Bg4, etc.) 15... cxd6 
16 Bf7t Kxf7 17 Qxd4 Qf5t 18 Kg1 Qg6 19 Bf2 Bg5 Black is somewhat better, 


Belov—Pankratov, corr. 1993. 
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TWO KNIGHTS’ DEFENSE 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bc4 Nfé 4 d4 exd4 5 0-0(a) 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
5.....BO5 Max Lange... ..scssccseccerseseeneees Nxe4 
Attack 
6 e5(b) Re1(o) 
CL eee meena ae Ng4 d5 
7 exf6 Bf4(k) Bxd5(p) 
dxc4 d6() Qxd5 
8 = Relt........ fxg7 exd6 Nc3 
Be6(c) Res Bxd6 Qa(q) ..-cceceeereccenenees Qh5 
9 Ng5 Bg5 Rett Nxe4(r) Nxe4. 
Qd5(d) Be7(h) Kf8(m) Be6 Be6 
10 Nc3 Bxe7 Bxd6t Neg5 ......55 Bd2 Bg5 
Qf5 Kxe7(i) Qxd6 0-0-0 Qa4(t) Bb4(w) 
11 Nce4(e) Nbd2(j) c3 Nxe6 Bg5(u) c3 
0-0-0(f) Rxg7 Qc5 fxe6 hé dxc3 
12 4 Nxc4 Nbd2 Rxe6 Bh4 bxc3 
Qe5(g) Be6 = d3(n) Bdé(s) Bb4(v) Ba5(x) 


(a) 5 Ng5 d5 6 exd5 Qe7t 7 Kf1 Ned 8 Qxd4 Nxc4 9 Qxc4 h6 10 No3!? (10 Nf3 Qc5 
is equal) 10... hxg5 11 Bxg5 Qc5 12 Reit Kd8 13 Qf4 Be7 +, Carleton— 
Franzen, corr. 1991. 


(b) 6 c3 Nxe4 7 cxd4 d5 8 dxc5 dxc4 9 Qxd8t Kxd8 10 Rd1it Bd7 11 Be3 Ke7 
12 Na3 Be6 =, S. Khasin—Bicciardini, corr. 1990. 


(c) 8... Kf8 9 Bg5 gxfé 10 Bh6+ Kg8 11 Nc3 Bfs 12 Nxd4 (12 Bxf8 Kxf8 13 Nxe4 
f5 =) 12... Bxh6 13 Nxc6 Qxd1 14 Ne7t Kf8 =. 


(d) 9...g6 10 Qf3 Qd6 11 Bf4 Qd7 12 Rxe6t! fxe6 13 f7t Kfs 14 Ne4 +, 
Miralles—Fontaine, French Chp. 2004, 


(e) 11 g4 Qe6 12 Nce4 Bb6 13 Nxe6 (13 f4 0-0 14 f5 Bxf5 +, Blackburne— 
Teichmann, Nuremberg 1895) 13 .. . fxe6 14 f7t Kd7 +. 


(f) (A)11... Bf8 12 Nxf7 Kxf7 13 Ng5t Kg8 14 94 Qg6 15 Rxe6 +. (B) 11... Bb6 
12 fxg7 Rg8 13 g4 Qg6 14 Nxe6 fxe6 15 Bg5 +. 


(g) (A) 13 Nxe6 fxe6 14 fxg7 Rhg8 15 Bh6 d3 16 c3 Bb6 17 Kh1 Ne7 18 f4 Qd5 is 
roughly equal. (B) 13 £4 d3t 14 Kg2 Qd5 15 f5 gxf6 16 Nf3 Bd7 17 Nxf6 Qd6 is 
murky, Buehler-Smigulska, Oakham 1988. 


(h) (A) 9... Qd5 10 Nc3 Qf5 11 Ne4 Be7 12 Bxe7 +. (B) 9... £6 10 Reit Kf7 
11 Bhé6 +. 
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(i) 10... Qxe7 11 Nxd4 Rxg7 12 Nxc6 +. 


() Not recommended is 11 Re1t?! Be6 12 Re4 d3 13 Nc3 Rxg7 14 cxd3 Qxd3 
15 Nd5t Kf8 16 Qxd3 cxd3 17 Nxc7 Bh3 = (Lisitsin). 


(k) (A) 7 c3 d5 8 Bb5 dxc3 9 Nxc3 0-0 10 Qxd5 = (Euwe). (B) 7 Re1 d3 8 Bxf7+t Kf8 
9 Qxd3 Bxf2t 10 Kfi Bxe1 11 Qf5 Nf6 12 exf6 Qxf6 with obscure complica- 
tions in Garrilo—Perfillier, corr. 1951. 


(l) 7... 0-08h3 Nh6 9 Bxh6 gxh6 10 c3 d5 is nearly equal, Leygue—Flear, St. Af- 
frique 2001. 


(m) The alternatives 9...Be7 10 Bb5 0-0 11 Bxc6 and 9...Ne7 10 Bxd6 Qxd6 
11 Qxd4 are not attractive for Black. 


(n) 13 Nd4 Nxd4 14 cxd4 Qxd4 15 Qf3 Qf6 16 Qg3 with good attacking chances 
for White. 


(0) 6 Nc3 Nxc3 (6... dxc3 7 Bxf7t Kxf7 8 Qd5t Ke8 9 Re1 Be7 10 Rxe4 d6 11 Bg5 
cxb2 12 Rae’ + [Estrin]) 7 bxc3 d5 is fine for Black. 


(p) 7 Nc3 (Canal) 7... dxc3 8 Bxd5 Be6 9 Bxe4 Qxd1 10 Rxd1 cxb2 11 Bxb2 f6 F, 
Blatny-Smejkal, Prague 1986. 


(q) (A) 8...Qd8 9 Bg5 f6 10 Nxe4 Be7 11 Bf4 0-0 +, Glyanets—Obukhov, 
Chelyabinsk 1989. (B) 8... Qf5 9 Nxe4 Be7 10 Bg5 f6 11 Nxd4 + (Keres). 


(t) The gambit 9 Nxd4 Nxd4 10 Qxd4 f5 fails after 11 Bg5 Kf7 12 Nxe4 fxe4 
13 Qc4t Kg6 or 12 Bh6é Qc5 13 Bxg7 Rg8 +. 


(s) 13 Bg5 Rdf8 14 Qe2 a6 15 Bd2 Qd5 16 Qe4 Qhd =, Mogranzini—Dervishi, Italy 
2006. 


(t) (A) 10... QfS 11 Bg5 Bd6é 12 Nxd4 Nxd4 13 Qxd4 0-0 14 Nxd6 Qxg5 =, 
Sveshnikov—Geller, Sochi 1983. (B) 10...Qd5 11 Bg5 Bd6 12 Bf6 0-0 
13 Nxd4 Nxd4 =, Zaitsev—Averbakh, USSR 1964. 


(u) 11 b3 Qa3 12 Negs 0-0-0 13 Nxe6 fxe6 14 Ng5 Rd7 15 Nxe6 Bb4, draw-agreed, 
Glek—Sveshnikov, Tashkent 1984. 


(v) After 13 Re2 g5 14 Nf6t Kf8 15 Bg3 Be7 16 Ne4 Rd8 the game was even, 
Estrin—Zaitsev, USSR 1983. 


(w) 10... Bd6 11 Nxd6t cxd6 12 Bf4 Qd5 13 c3 Kd7 =, Mogranzini—Godena, Italy 
2006. 


(x) After 13 Qc1 0-0 14. Ng3 Qg6 15 Nh4 Qd3 16 Ne4 Kh8 17 Qf4 Bxc3 18 Rad1 
Qce4 19 Nxc3 Qxc3 20 Qxc7 White’s lead in development balanced Black’s 
extra pawn, Kamsky—Kupreichik, Palma de Mallorca 1989. 
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TWO KNIGHTS’ DEFENSE 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Be4 Ni6 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
4 DA: ssa iteete cemdetintades 1S je. wiec ak ve Micceacted aadadvaeduardeaweutenes Nc3 
exd4 Be7(h) Nxe4(s) 
5 5 0-0 Nxe4(t) 
d5(a) 0-0 d5 
6 Bb5 Bb3.......... Rel.......05. c3 Bd3(u) 
Ne4 d5 d6 d5 dxe4(v) 
7 Nxd4 exd5(i) c3(m) exd5 Bxe4 
Bcb .........5 Bd7 Nxd5 Be6(n) Nxd5 Bd6(w) 
8 0-0(b) Bxc6 Re1(j) Bb5 Re1 d4 
0-0 bxc6 Bg4 Bd7 Bg4 exd4(x) 
9 Bxc6(c) 0-0 h3 Ba4. h3(p) Bxc6t 
bxc6 Bc5(f) Bh5d(k) a6 Bh5 bxc6 
10  Nxc6 Be3 g4 Nbd2 Nbd2 Qxd4 
Qh4(d) Qe7 Bg6 b5 Nf4(q) 0-0 
11 Be3 Re1 Nxe5 Bc2 Nf1 0-0 


Ba6(e) 0-0(g) Nxe5(]) Re&(o) Nad(r) c5(y) = 


(a) Other moves are feasible here: (A) 5... Ne4 6 0-0 (6 Bd5 Nc5 7 0-0 Be7 8 Qe2 
0-0 =, Khmelnitsky—Romanishin, Sibernik 1990) 6... d5 7 exd6 Nxd6 8 Bd5 
Nfs 9 Reit Be7 10 Bxc6t bxc6 11 g4 Nh6 (11... Nd6 12 Nxd4 Bd7 13 Qf3 
0-0 14 Nxc6 +, Edelman—Kaidanov, New York 1994) 12 Bxh6 gxh6 13 Qxd4 
Qxd4 14 Nxd4 Kfé with chances for both sides, A. Tzermiadianos— 
Agnos, Athens 1995, (B) 5... Ng4 6 Qe2 Qe7 7 Bf4 dé (7... £6 8 exf6 Nxf6 
9 Nbd2 +, Sveshnikov—Ehlvest, Helsinki 1992) 8 exd6 cxd6 9 Nbd2 Bf5 =, 
Valvo—R. Levit, Chicago 1992. 


(b) (A) 8 Be3 is an important alternative. After 8... Bd7 9 Bxc6 bxc6 10 Nd2 Qh4 
11 0-0 Bb6 12 c4 0-0 13 Rcd Nxd2 14 Qxd2 dxc4 chances were equal, 
Sarakauskas—Hebden, Isle of Man 2006. (B) 8 Nxc6? Bxf2t 9 Kf1 Qh4 10 Qxd5 
Bc5 11 g3 Qh3t is losing for White, Barolik—Malinin, corr. 1988. 


(c) 9 Nxc6 bxc6 10 Bxc6 Ba6 11 Qxd5 Bxf1 (11...'Qxd5 12 Bxd5 Rad8 13 c4 
Nxf2 14 Rxf2 Bxc4 o, Pyda-Varavin, Lublin 1993) 12 Qxe4 Bb5 13 Nc3 is 
probably even. 


(d) 10... Qd7 11 Nd4 Qe7 12 Bf4 £6 (Rogers) gives Black compensation for the 
pawn. 


(e) After 12 g3 Qh3 13 Bxc5 Bxfi 14 Qxf1 Qxflt 15 Kxf1 Nxc5 16 Nc3 =, 
R, Song-van Riemsdijk, New Zealand 20086, 
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(f) 9... Be7 10 £3 Nc5 11 £4 Ne4 12 Nc3 Nxc3 13 bxc3 c5 14 Nb3 c4 15 Nd4 c5 
16 Ne2 +, Krutko—Fatkulin, Nojabrsk 2005. 


(g) 12 £3 Ng5 13 f4 Ne6 14 c3 +, Sax—Smejkal, Vrbas 1977. 
(h) 4... Bc5 transposes into the Giuoco Piano. 


(i) 7 Nbd2 dxe4 8 dxe4 Bc5 9 c3 Qe7 =, Frois—Ordaz Valdes, Havana 2005. 
Though some players will prefer the white side. 


(j) 8h3 Kh8 9 Re1 £6 10 c3 Nb6 (better is 10 .. . Bf5) 11 d4exd4 12 cxd4 with ad- 
vantage to White, Bologan—Gi. Garcfa, Wijk aan Zee 1996. 


(k) 9... Bxf3 10 Qxf3 Nd4 11 Qxd5 Qxd5 12 Bxd5 Nxc2 13 Bd2 Nxai 14 Rc1 
Rad8 =, S. Dizdar—Mikhalchishin, Zenica 1989. 


(1) 12 Rxe5 c6 13 Qf3 Bd6 (13... Bf6?7! 14 Re2 Kh8 15 Bxd5 +, Kramnik— 
Kasparov, Novgorod 1995) 14 Re2 f5 is unclear (Kramnik). 


(m) 7 a3 Kh8 8 Nbd2 Ng 9 Nf1 f5 =, A. Horwath-Naiditsch, Frankfurt 2006. 


(n) Other possibilities are: (A) 7...Rb8 8 a4 Be6 9 Nbd2 a6 10 h3 Qd7 11 Bb3 
Bxb3 12 Qxb3 Rfe8 =, Nevednichy—Zaitsev, Bucharest 1993. (B) 7...h6 
8 Nbd2 Na5 9 Bb5 Bd7 10 Bxd7 Nxd7 11 Nf1 Re8 12 Ng3 Bfs 13 Be3 g6 14 h4 
+, Berzinsh-V, Zhuravlev, Riga 1993. 


(o) After 12 Nfi Bf8 13 Ng3 g6 14 h3 Bg7 15 d4 White has a small advantage, 
Bologan—Murei, France 1994. 


(p) (A) 9 Nbd2 Kh8 10 a4 f6 11 a5 Rb8 12 Nf1 Be6 is about even, Yudasin— 
Ivanchuk, Riga 1991. (B) 9 Bb5 Bd6 10 Nbd2 Kh8 11 h3 Bh5 12 Nc4 f6 =, 
Ionescu—Kunze, Santiago 1990. 


(q) 10... Nb6 11 Bb5 Bd6 12 Ne4 Re8 13 Ng3 Bg6 14 a4 a6 15 Bxc6 bxc6 =, 
Lazié-Gligorié, Yugoslavia 1990. 


(r) 12 Bxf4 exf4 13 Bb5 a6 14 Ba4 b5 15 Bc2 c5 16 Nih2 Nc6 17 d4 cxd4 18 Be4 
Rc8 19 Bxc6 Rxc6 =, Yudasin—Dreev, Lvov 1990. 


(s) 4... Bc5 transposes into the Giuoco Piano. 
(t) 5 Bxf7t Kxf7 6 Nxe4 d5 7 Nfg5t (7 Ng3 =) 7... Kg8 8 Qf3 Qd7 =. 
(u) 6 Bb5 dxe4 7 Nxe5 Qg5 is good for Black. 


(v) 6...£5 7 Nc3 e4 8 Bb5 exf3 9 Qxf3 Be6 10 0-0 Qd7 11 Ne2 Bd6 12 d4 and 
White is slightly better, Morovié—Sagalchik, North Bay 1996. 


(w) The odd 7... Ne7 8c3 £5 9 Bc2 e4 10 Ne5 favors White. 


(x) 8... Nxd4 is duller. After 9 Nxd4 exd4 10 Qxd4 0-0 11 Be3 Qe7 the game was 
even in Tarrasch—Marshall, Breslau 1912. 


(y) White’s superior pawn structure is balanced by the bishop pair, Tartakower— 
Bogoljubow, Pistyan 1922. 
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RUY LOPEZ 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf Nc6 3 Bb5 
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tury, the Ruy Lopez is one of the oldest openings. It dates to the fif- 

teenth century, though it was named later after the Spanish priest 
Ruy Lopez, who was the first to treat the opening systematically in his 
Libro del Ajedrez of 1561. In Europe and South America it is called in- 
stead the “Spanish Game” in reference to its origins. Unlike the other 
early chess openings, the Ruy Lopez has become the mainstay for grand- 
masters in the double king pawn openings. 

The strategy begun by White’s third move, 3 Bb5, is logical and strong, 
so Black must play involved defenses to combat it. This causes the variations 
to be long and complex. The theory of the opening has evolved for five hun- 
dred years with analyses employing all the principles of chess strategy de- 
veloped over the centuries. This makes for much to learn and long variations 
to remember if one is to play the opening successfully. For this reason many 
amateur players and even some professionals choose other openings (such 
as the Giuoco Piano) fortheir repertoire in order to save the effort of learning 
so much theory. One can minimize the study time by choosing one specific 
variation of the Ruy Lopez (lines without 3... a6 are particularly easy to 
learn). The opening must be recommended though for players wishing to 
play the very best move, regardless if it is difficult. Learning some of the long 
variations also offers the reader examples of deep and original ideas discov- 
ered over the ages, and will present opponents with a difficult task to meet. 

This chapter, like the Sicilian, is very large with many variations of 
different strategies. Therefore it is broken up into three subchapters to 
make the material more accessible to the reader. The subchapters are: (1) 
Systems without . . . a6; (2) Systems with . .. a6: Variants on Moves Four 
to Six (including the Exchange, Open, and Modern Steinitz Variations); 
and (3) Main Lines: Closed Systems and the Marshall Attack. 
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ip) ESPITE BEING ONE OF THE MOST TOPICAL OPENINGS in the twenty-first cen- 


RUY LOPEZ—SYSTEMS 
WITHOUT... a6 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 


A a “ae 
Aas 


HE VARIATIONS WITHOUT . . . a6 arethe oldest defenses to 3 Bb5. These are 
simpler to learn as Black because there are fewer variations and 

fewer options for White. They differ from being somewhat old fash- 
ioned (like the Old Steinitz) to sharp (like the Schliemann) to cutting edge 
(like the Berlin Defense). The White bishop can sometimes be more exposed 
on b5 than on a4, where it retreats after . . . a6, and this is the main point to 
avoiding that move along with avoiding the Exchange Variation. The novice 
is recommended to study one of these systems to defend the Ruy Lopez, 
though he/she may later learn the more involved variations later in the 
chapter. 

A. The Classical (or Cordel) Defense (columns 1-6) is the straightfor- 
ward developing move 3... Bc5. Though probably the oldest defense to 
the Ruy Lopez, it still sees use today. White sets problems with 4 c3 
(columns 1-5), but Black can often get counterchances as it is difficult for 
White to keep control. 

B. The Berlin Defense, 3... Nf6 (columns 7-12) became the height 
of theory when Kramnik used it as his main defense to defeat Kasparov in 
their 2000 World Championship match. Though Black may be a little 
worse in the endgame of the main line (col. 7), it is extremely difficult for 
White to convert the advantage. Many top grandmasters followed Kram- 
nik’s lead and took up the defense, which was nicknamed “The Berlin 
Wall” due to it being hard to breach. 

C. The Cozio Defense, 3... Nge7 (columns 13-15) and Bird’s De- 
fense, 3... Nd4 (columns 16-18) are old-fashioned continuations that 
undoubtedly give White a theoretical edge. They continue to see use be- 
cause the offbeat positions that arise may confuse many opponents. 

D. In the Old Steinitz Defense, 3... d6 (columns 19-21), Black de- 
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fends the center in the most straightforward manner. This is playable, but 
White obtains a freer position without much trouble, so the defense is 
rarely seen nowadays. 

E. 3...g6 (columns 22—24) was popular in the 1980s when it was 
discovered that 4 c3 a6! (column 23) offered Black good possibilities. Cur- 
rently 4 d4 exd4 5 Bg5 (column 24) offers White the upper hand, so 
3... g6 sees limited use. , 

F. 3... £5!? (columns 25-30) is the sharp Schliemann Variation 
(sometimes called the Jaenisch Gambit). Black plans to open the f-file for 
the purpose of attack, in the course of which he frequently sacrifices a 
pawn or two. The opening has a dubious reputation, but keeping control 
of the game is difficult for White to do against aggressive play. Black is 
having better results with 4 Nc3 fxe4 5 Nxe4 Nf6 (columns 25-26) instead 
of the older 5... d5 (column 27). 
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RUY LOPEZ 
Classical (Cordel) Defense 
1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 Bcd 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
4 CB iadiie ine Sa eeiccalcakis Wa cis depieind a’ ane died vee eee sad edeidecauiedes ¥ecaseeaceas 0-0 
PD aicnciacesatenteericaenens NB@7 uo. sees Nf6 Nd4(s) 
5 d4{(a) 0-0! (i) C4 saceseeke 0-0 Nxd4(t) 
fxe4 Bb6 Bbé(l) 0-0(p) Bxd4 
6 Bxc6(b) d4 Qe2(m) d4 c3 
dxc6(c) exd4 exd4 Bb6 Bb6 
7 #£Nfd2........ Nxe5 cxd4 e5 dxe5(q) d4 
Bdé(d) Qd5(g) d5 0-0 Nxe4 c6 
8  dxe5 Nxcé! exd5 exd4 Qd5 Bc4 
e3 bxc6 Nxd5 Re&(n) Nc5 d6 
9 fxe3(e) dxc5 Re1t(j) Be3 Bg5 dxe5 
Bcd Ba6 Be6 Ng4 Ne7 dxe5 
10 0-0 Qxd5 Bg5 Nc3 Qd1 Qxd8t 


Bxe3t(f) exd5(h) Qdé(k) dé(o) Ne4(r) Bxd&(u) 


(a) 5 exf5 e4 6 d4 exf3 7 dxc5 Qe7t 8 Be3 fxg2 9 Rg Nf6 10 Rxg2 d5 11 cxd6 cxd6 
12 Nd2 Bxf5 (Rodriguez—Beltramini, Buenos Aires 1995), now 13 Qf3 is a 
slight edge for White. 


(b) 6 Nxe5 Nxe5 7 Qh5t Neg6 8 dxc5 Nf6 9 Qg5 c6 10 Be2 d5 11 cxd6 Qxdé 12 Be3 
Be6 13 Na3 Qa7 14 Nc2 0-0 15 Nd4 was agreed drawn in Tatai—-Rantanen, 
Thessaloniki Ol. 1984, but White has a small edge in the final position. 


(c) 6... exf3?! 7 Bxf3 exd4 8 0-0! Be7 (8... Nf69 Relt +, or8...Ne7 9 cxd4 +) 
9 Qxd4 Nf6 10 c4 0-0 11 Ne3 with control of the center, Brudnova— 
Soukup, Pilsen 1995. 


(d) A very tricky move is 7... Qg5?! 8 dxc5 Nf6 (8... Qxg2 9 Qh5t) when White 
must play carefully. On the natural 9 0-0 Bh3 10 g3 then 10... 0-0-0! gener- 
ates a fierce attack. Best is 9 Qe2! Qxg2 10 Qf1 Qg4 11 Nc4 Qh5 12 Be3 Be6 
13 Nbd2 0-0-0 14 Qg2 when Black does not have enough for the piece, de Fir- 
mian—Rogers, Philadelphia 1987. 


(e) 9 exd6 exd2t 10 Nxd2 Qxd6 11 0-0 Be6 12 Qh5t also gives White an edge, 
Stern—Snyder, corr. 1978. 

(f) 11 Kh1 Qe7 12 Qf3 Bg5 13 b3 Nh6 14 Ba3 Qe6 15 Ne4 +, Mikhailov- 
Sapundzhiev, corr. 1992. 


(g) 7... Bd6 8 Qh5t g6-9 Qe2 (9 Nxg6?! Nf6 =) 9... Qh4 10 Nd2 Bfs 11 g4! Be6 
12 Nxe4 Bxe5 13 h3! Bxg4 14 Qxg4 +, A. Rodriquez—Del Campo, Matanzas 
1994. 
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(h) 11 Bf4 0-0-0 12 Nd2 with an extra pawn, Kinsella—Blackmore, corr. 1988. 


(i) 5 d4 exd4 6 cxd4 Bb4t 7 Bd2 Bxd2t 8 Qxd2 a6! 9 Ba4 d5 10 exd5 Qxd5 11 Nc3 
Qe6t 12 Kf1 Qc4t =, Alekhine—Bogoljubow, St. Petersburg 1913. 


(j) 9 Ne5 0-0 10 Nxc6 bxc6 11 Bxc6 Rb8 12 Nc3 Ne7 13 Be4 Ba6 14 Re1 Bxd4 = =, 
Benjamin—Zuckerman, New York 1978. 


(k) 11 Nbd2 0-0 12 Nc4 Qb4 13 Bxc6 bxc6 14 Re1 +, Gruskovnjak—Crepan, Slo- 
vakian Chp. 2004. 


(1) 5... exd4 6 e5 Ne4 7 0-0 a6! 8 Ba4 dxc3 9 Qd5 cxb2 10 Bxb2 Bxf2t 11 Khi 
Nc5d 12 e6 Nxe6 13 Rxf2 0-0 is roughly equal, Wemmers-I. Sokolov, Dutch 
Chp. 2000. Black has four pawns for the bishop, but White has more develop- 
ment and attacking chances. 


(m) (A) 6 Nxe5 Nxe5 7 dxe5 Nxe4 8 Qg4 Bxf2t 9 Ke2 Qh4 10 Qxg7 Rf8 11 Nd2 Bcd 
12 Nf3 Qf2t =, Gdanski—Clesia, Poland 2006. (B) 6 Bxc6!? bxc6 7 Bg5 +, Wolff— 
Lane, Hastings 1990. 


(n) Black can get three pawns for the piece with 8... Nxd4 9 Nxd4 Bxd4 10 exf6 
Re8 11 Be3 Qxf6 12 Nd2 Bxb2 13 Rb1 c6 14 Bd3 d5 15 0-0 +. 


(0) 11 0-0-0 Nxe3 12 fxe3 Bd7 13 Rhfi dxe5 14 Bc4! exd4?! (14... Rf8 may gain 
equality for Black) 15 Bxf7t! Kxf7 16 Ng5t Kg6 17 h4! with a tremendous at- 
tack, Salov—Perov, corr. 1994. 


(p) 5... Nxe4?! 6 Qe2 f5 7 d3 is bad for Black. 


(q) White also gains an edge from (A) 7 Qd3 d6 8 Bg5 hé 9 Bh4 Bd7 10 Nbd2 a6 
11 Bc4 +, Svidler—Leko, Linares 1999, or (B) 7 Bg5 h6 8 Bh4 d6 9 Bxc6 bxc6 
10 dxe5 dxe5 11 Nbd2 Re8 12 Qc2 g5 13 Bg3 Nh5 14 c4 +, Z. Almasi—Gulko, 
Pamplona 1996. Not as good is (C) 7 Re1 exd4 8 cxd4 (8 e5?! Ng4 9 Bg5? Nxf2! 
10 Qa4 dxc3 11 Bxd8 cxb2 wins, Schlosser—Anand, Prestwich 1990) 8... d5 
9 e5 Ne4 10 Nc3 Bg4 11 Bxcé bxc6 12 Nxe4 dxe4 13 Rxe4 Bxf3 14 Qxf3 
Bxd4 =, Unzicker—Fischer, Leipzig Ol. 1960. 


(r) 11 Bh4 d5 12 Nbd2 c6 13 Bd3 Bf5 14 Qc2 Nxd2 15 Bxf5 Nxf3t 16 gxf3 Kh8 
17 £4 Qc7 18 Kh1 Nxf5 19 Qxf5 +, Smirin—Weinstein, Israeli Chp. 1992. 


(s) (A) 4... Nf6 transposes into the Berlin Defense (col. 7) on the next page. This 
is probably Black’s best choice. (B) 4... Qf6 5 c3 Nge7 6 Re1! 0-07! (6... Bb6 
7 d4 +) 7 d4 exd4 8 e5 Qg6 9 Bd3 +. (C) 4... d6 53 Bd7 6 d4 Bbé 7 Bg5 +. 


(t) On 5 b4 safest is 5... Bb6 instead of 5... Bxb4?! 6 Nxd4 exd4 7 Bb2 =. 


(u) 11 a4 Nf6 12 a5 Be7 13 £3 Bc5t 14 Kh1 a6 15 Nd2 0-0 16 Nb3 +, Yandemirov— 
Lukovnikov, Russia 2004. 


46 


RUY LOPEZ 


Berlin Defense 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf Nc6 3 Bb5 Nfé 
7 8 9 10 11 12 
Be, OO acest oat adrenals eres d4 weeeeee eee Qe2(t) 
Bed .........- Nxe4 exd4(q) Bc5 
5 Nxe5(a) d4(f) e5(r) c3(u) 
Nxe4(b) Nd6(g) Ne4 Qe7 
6 Qe2 Bxc6(h) 0-0 d3 
Nxe5 dxc6 a6 d6 
7 Qxe4 dxe5 Bxc6(s) Bg5 
Qe7 Nips icivieatek rien Ne4 dxc6 hé 
8 Nc3!(c) Qxd8t Qe2(n) Qe2 Bh4 
Ng6 Kxd8 BES BES Bd7 
9 Qxe7t NGC3.......... Rdit Rd1 Rd1 Nbd2 
Bxe7(d) hé(i) Ke& Qcs Bcd a6 
10 Nd5 h3 Nc3 Nd4(o) Be3 Ba4 
Bd6 Bd7(j) hé(1) Bc5 Qe7 = 
11 Reit b3 h3 b4 Nxd4 
Kd8(e) Ke&(k) a5(m) Bb6(p) Bxd4 = 


(a) 5 c3 transposes into the Classica] Defense (column 5). 


(b) White holds the edge after the straightforward 5... Nxe5 6 d4 a6 (6...c6 
7 dxe5 Nxe4 8 Bd3 d5 9 exd6 Nf6 10 Re1t Be6 11 Nc3 +, Fedorowicz— 
Kaidanov, U.S. Chp. 1993) 7 Be2! Be7 (7...Ba7 8 dxe5 Nxe4 9 Qd5! +) 
8 dxe5 Nxe4 9 Be3 d5 10 c4 c6 11 exd5 +, G. Hernéndez—Godena, Moscow Ol. 


1994. 


(c) 8 d4 Nc6 9 Qxe7t Bxe7 is just a minute endgame edge for White, andthe com- 
plicated 9 Qg4 h5 10 Qxg7 Bxd4 11 Qg3 a6 is about equal. 


(d) 9...Nxe7?! 10 Re1 0-0 (10... c6 11 Ne4!) 11 d4 Bb4 12 a3 Bxc3 13 bxc3 +, 
Short—Parker, 4NCL 2002. 


(e) 12 Ne3 Re8 13 Bc4 Re7 14 d4 Bf4 15 g3 Bxe3 16 Bxe3 d6 17 h4 and the bishop 
pair squeezes Black in the endgame, Griinfeld—Salov, Haifa 1989. 


(f) 5 Re1 Nd6! 6 Nxe5 Be7 7 Ba4 (7 Bd3 0-0 8 Nc3 Nxe5 9 Rxe5 Bf6 =) 7... Nxe5 
8 Rxe5 0-0 9 d4 Bf6 10 Re1 Nf5 11 c3 d5 12 Nd2 Bd7 =, Bronstein—Smyslov, 


Moscow 1971. 


(g) White gains an edge after 5... Be7 6 Qe2 Nd6 7 Bxc6 bxc6 8 dxe5 Nb7 9 Nc3 
0-0 10 Re1 Nc5 11 Be3 Ne6 12 Radi +, Dominguez—Goldin, Buenos Aires 


2001. 


(h) (A) Amusing is 6 dxe5 Nxb5 7 a4 winning back the knight. After 7... Nbd4 
8 Nxd4 d5 9 exd6 Nxd4 10 Qxd4 Qxd6é the game is level, Moreno Carnero— 
Topalov, Vicente Rapid 2005. (B) White can keep the queens on the board with 
6 Bg5 Be7 (6... £6? 7 dxe5 +) 7 Bxe7 Qxe7 8 Bxc6 dxc6 9 dxe5. Now 
9... Nf5 10 Nc3 Be6 11 Qd2 may give White an edge, but 9... Ne4! 10 Qe2 
Nc5 should be equal. “ 


(i) 9...Ne7 10 h3 Ng6 11 Ne4 h6 12 b3 Ke8 13 Bb2 a5 14 a4 Nf4 15 Rfe1 Bb4 
16 c3 Be7 17 Rad1 +, Karjakin—Kramnik, Dortmund Blitz 2004. 


() 10... Be6 11 g4 Ne7 12 Nd4 Bd7 13 Bf4! +, Geller-Romanishin, USSR 1977. 


(k) 12 Bb2 Rd8 13 Rad1 Ne7 14 Rfe1 Ng6 15 Ne4 Nf4 16 e6! Nxe6 17 Nd4 +, 
Kasparov—Kramnik, Astana 2001. 


Q) 10... Ne7 11 h3 Ng6 12 Re1 Bb4 13 Bd2 Bxc3 14 Bxc3 Be6 =, Vogt-McShane, 
Bundesliga 2005. 


(m) 12 Bf4 Be6 13 g4 Ne7 14 Nd4 Nd5 15 Nece2 Bcd and Black held the balance, 
Kasparov—Kramnik, World Chp. 2000. 


(n) Now 8 Qxd8t Kxd8 9 Re1 Nc5 10 Be3 Bg4 11 Nbd2 Ne6 is only a minute 
endgame edge for White, Borge—Westerinen, Gausdal 1995. 


(o) 10 Rd4 Nc5 11 Be3 Be7 12 Nc3 Ne6 13 Rd2 0-0 14 Rad1 Rd8 =, de Firmian-- 
Gausel, Stockholm 1997. 


(p) If 11... Bxb4 12 e6! +. After 11... Bb6 12 £3 Qd7 13 Be3 0-0-0 14 a4 +, 
Z. Almasi—Matamoros, Turin Ol. 2006. 


(q) On 4... Nxe4 best is 5 0-0, transposing into column 8. 


(r) 5 0-0 Bcd 6 e5 Nd5 7 Bg5 Be7 8 Bxe7 Qxe7 9 Nxd4 0-0 =, Zsu. Polgar—Sherzer, 
Brno 1993. 


(s) 7 Ba4 Nc5d 8 c3?! Nxa4 9 Qxa4 b5 10 Qc2 dxc3 11 Nxc3 Be7 is a speculative 
pawn sacrifice, Bird—Steinitz, London 1866. The column is Kuinda—Tseitlin, 
USSR 1977. 


(t) 4.d3 d6 5 c3 g6 6 Nbd2 Bg7 7 Nf1 0-0 8 Bg5 h6 9 Bh4 Ne7=, Svidler—Topalov, 
Melody Amber 2005. 


(u) 5 Bxc6 bxc6 6 Nxe5 Qe7 7 Nd3 Ba6 8 Nc3 0-0 9 b3 Rfe8 10 £3 Nd5b! allows 
Black fine play for the pawn, J. Polgar-Smejkal, Moscow Ol. 1994. Also’7 f4 
d6 8 Nxc6 Qxe4 9 Qxe4 Nxe4 10 d4 Bb6 11 c3 a5! 12 Nd2 (Formanek-— 
Coppini, Italy 1977) 12... Nxd2 13 Kxd2 Kd7 is at least equal for Black. The 
column is I. Ivanov—Weinberger, Los Angeles 1989. 
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RUY LOPEZ 
Cozio and Bird’s Defenses 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf&3 Nc6 3 Bb5 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
Becks. Nge7 (Cozio Defense) ...........0:e00s Nd4 (Bird’s Defense) 
4 O-O is eeseeses Co Rene Nc3(g) NXd4........ccceceereeaeenes Bc4(q) 
g6(a) g6(d) Ng6(h) exd4 Bcd(r) 
5 c3 d4 d4 0-0(j) Nxd4 
Bg7 exd4 exd4 Bcd Bxd4 
6 d4 cxd4(e) Nxd4 c3(k) ........ Bc4 c3 
exd4 d5 Bc5 c6 d6(m) Bb6 
7 cexd4 Nc3 Be3 Ba4 c3(n) d4 
d5 Bg7 Bxd4 Ne7 c6(o) Qe7 
8  exd5 Bg5 Bxd4 d3 a4!?(p) 0-0 
Nxd5 6 0-0 d5 Ne7 Nf6é 
9 Rett Be3 ha! Nd2 b4 a4 
Be6 Be6 d6 Bb6 Bb6 a6 
10  Bg&(b) 0-0 h5 cxd4 a5 Be3 
Qd6 0-0 Nge5 Bxd4 Bc7 Nxe4 
11 Nbd2 Rel hé Kh1 exd4 + Re1 
0-0(c) Bf7 (f) Bg4(i) 0-0(1) 0-0(s) 


(a) 4... Ng6 5 d4 exd4 6 Nxd4 Bcd 7 Nb3 Bbé6é 8 Nc3, Dzindzichashvili—Larsen, 
Tilburg 1978, is slightly better for White, as is 4... a6 5 Bc4. 


(b) (A) 10 Bxc6+ bxc6 11 Bg5 Qd6 12 Nbd2 0-0 13 a3 4, Prasad—Vinoth, Calcutta 
2004. (B) 10 Ne5 0-0 11 Nxc6 bxc6 12 Bxc6 Rb8 13 Nc3 Rb4 14 Qc2 Rxd4 wins 
the pawn back with even chances, Xie Jun—Ye Rongguang, Kuala Lumpur 
1994. 


(c) 12 Ne4 Qb4 13 Bxc6 bxc6 14 Qc1 Rfe8 (14... Bi5 15 Ng3 +) 15 h3 Rabs 16 b3 
Bf5 17 Bd2 Qf8 18 Ng3 =, Tiviakov—I. Sokolov, Wijk aan Zee 1995. 


(d) (A) 4... a6 5 Ba4 b5 6 Bb3 d5 7 d3! f6 (7 ... dxe4? 8 Ng5) 8 Nbd2 Be6 9 0-0 
Ng6 10 a4 b4 11 a5 Be7 12 Ba4 +, Ornstein—Rantanen, Norway 1978. (B) 
4...d5 5 Nxe5 dxe4 6 Qe2 Qd5 7 Nxc6 Nxcé6 8 d4 +, Fischer-Shipman, New 
York 1971. 


(e) 6 Bg5 Bg7 7 cxd4 d5 8 exd5 Qxd5 9 Nc3 Qd6 10 0-0 0-0 11 d5 Ned 12 Ne4 
Qb4 =, Dobrev—Radulov, Bulgaria 1991. 


(f) 12 Re1 dxe4 13 Nxe4 Qd5 14 Nc3 Qd6 15 Qa4 a6 16 Bc4 +, Meyer—Soppela, 
Hamburg 1992. 


49 


(g) The straightforward 4 d4 exd4 5 Nxd4 leads to an equal game after 5... g6 
6 Nc3 Bg7 7 Be3 0-0 8 0-0 d5! 9 exd5 Nxd5 10 Nxc6 bxc6 11 Bxc6 Nxe3 12 
fxe3 Rb8. 


(h) Now (A) 4... g6 runs into 5 d4 exd4 6 Nd5! Bg7 7 Bg5 hé 8 Bfé Bxf6 9 Nxf6t 
Kfs 10 Nxd4 Kg7?! (10... Nf5 11 Nh7t 4) 11 Qd2! +, Murey—Dreev 1989, as 
11... Kxf6 12 Qc is a fierce attack. (B) 4... d6 5 d4 Bd7 6 Bc4 +, Lasker— 
Steinitz, World Chp. 1894. 


(i) 12 Qd2 g6 13 f4 +, Wedberg—Hartman, Sweden 1989. 


(j) 5 Bc4 Nf6 (5... Bc5? 6 Bxf7t) 6 0-0 Nxe4 7 Bxf7+ Kxf7 8 Qh5t g6 9 Qd5t Kg7 
10 Qxe4 +, Ganguly—Abdulla, India 2005. 


(k) 6 d3 c6 7 Bc4 d5 8 exd5 cxd5 9 Bb5t Bd7 10 Bxd7+ Qxd7 11 Nd2 Ne7 12 Nb3 
Bb6 13 Bg5 f6 14 Bd2 a5 with chances for both sides, Rohde—Christiansen, 
U.S. Chp. 1986. 


(1) 12 f4 f5 13 e5, Hiibner—Nunn, Brussels 1986; now instead of 13 .. . b5? 14 Bb3 
c5 15 Nf3 +, Black would be only slightly worse after 13 ... Bb6 14 Bb3. 


(m) Black must take heed, as the more strategic 6...c6? or 6...Ne7? fail to 
7 Bxf7t Kxf7 8 Qh5t and 9 Qxc5. 


(n) 7 d3 c6 8 Qh5 Qe7 9 Ndz Nf6 10 Qh4 may also give White a slight edge. 


(o) (A) 7...Qf6 8 Na3 Bxa3 9 Qa4t Bd7 10 Qxa3 Ne7 11 Qb3 +, Ehlvest— 
Kupreichik, USSR 1986. (B) 7... Ne7 8 cxd4 Bxd4 9 Qa4t +. 


(p) 8 d3 Nf6 9 Nd2 0-0 10 cxd4 Bg4 11 Nf3 Bxd4 12 h3 Bxf3 13 Qxf3 d5 =, 
Ehlvest—Ivanchuk, Reggio Emilia 1988. The column is Burnett—Levine, 
Philadelphia 1995, with 11 cxd4 instead of 11 b5?!. 


(q) 4 Ba4 Bc5 5 0-0 Nxf3t 6 Qxf3 Ne7 7 d3 0-0 8 Be3 Bbé =, Reti-Spielmann, Vi- 
enna 1913. 


(r) Directly neutralizing the White initiative is 4... Nxf3t 5 Qxf3 Qf6 6 Qez Bcd 
7 0-0 d6 =, Berczes—Tardos, Savaria 2003. 


(s) 12 Bd5 Nf6é 13 dxe5 Nxd5 14 Qxd5 Bxe3 15 Rxe3 Rb8 16 Nd2 b5 =, 
Romanishin—Malaniuk, Tbilisi 1986. 
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RUY LOPEZ 
Old Steinitz Defense and 3... g6 
1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
Biedact d6 (Old Steinitz Defense).............. g6(k) 
4 d4(a) C3 teesisisdeloctetktcede tones d4 
Bd7(b) d6é(l)......... a6!(p) exd4(s) 
5 Ne3 d4 Bc4(q) Bg5! 
Nf6.........5 oxd4......005 Nge7 Bd7 Bg7 f6(t) 
6 0-0(c) Nxd4 Bc4{i) 0-0 d4 Bh4 
Be7 g6 exd4 Bg7 dé Bg7 
7 Bxc6(d) Be3(f) Nxd4 dxe5(m) Bg5 Nxd4 
Bxc6 Bg7 Nxd4 dxe5(n) Nge7 Nge7 
8 Qd3 Qd2 Qxd4 Qe2 dxe5 Nc3 
exd4 Nf6é Nc6 Nge7 dxe5 0-0 
9 Nxd4 Bxc6(g) Qe3 Rdi Qe2 0-0 
Bd7 bxc6 Ned Qc8 0-0 Kh8 
10 »b3 Bhé! Bb3 Be3 a4 f4 
0-0 0-0 c6 0-0 Qes Nxd4 
11 Bb2 Bxg7 Qp3 Bc5 Qe3 Qxd4 
c6(e) Kxg7(h) Ng6{j) Rd&(o) Kh8(r) d6(u) 


(a) Themoves 4 c3, 4 0-0, and 4 Bxc6t bxc6 5 d4 are all sensible and give White 
chances for advantage, but 4 d4 is the best and most forceful move. 


(b) 4... exd4 5 Qxd4 Bd7 6 Bxc6 Bxc6 7 Nc3 Nf6 8 Bg5 Be7 9 0-0-0 is a line from 
Philidor’s Defense that is quite good for White. 


(c) Note that this position may arise from the move order 1 e4 e5 2Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 
Nf6 4 0-0 d6 5 d4 Bd7 6 Nc3. 


(d) 7 Re1 hopes that Black will fall into a famous trap with 7 .. . 0-0? 8 Bxc6 Bxc6 
9 dxe5 dxe5 10 Qxd8 Raxd8 11 Nxe5 Bxe4 12 Nxe4 Nxe4 13 Nd3 f5 14 f3 Bc5t 
15 Nxc5 Nxc5 16 Bg5 Rd5 17 Be7 threatening both 18 Bxf8 and 18 c4 winning 
a piece, Tarrasch—Marco, Dresden 1892. Black should play 7... exd4 8 Nxd4 
0-0 9 Bxc6 bxc6 10 Bg5 Re8 11 Qd3 h6 12 Bh4 Nh7 = , Lasker-Capablance, 
World Chp. (G6) 1921. 


(e) 12 Rad1 Qc7 13 Rfe1, Pillsbury—Steinitz, Vienna 1896. Although Black’s posi- 
tion is solid, White has more space and a harmonious position. Instead of 
11...c6, Anand—Vescovi, Sao Paolo (rapid) 2004 continued 11...c5 12 
Nde2 Bc6 13 Rad1 Re8 14 Nf4 Bfs8 15 Rfe1 +. 


(f) 7 0-0 Bg7 8 Bxc6 bxc6 9 Rei Ne7 10 Bf4 f6 (Stripunsky—Onischuk, Nikolaev 
1995) 11 Qd2 is a small edge. 
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(g) 9 £3 0-0 10 0-0-0? Nxd4 11 Bxd4 Nxe4! 12 fxe4 Bxd4 13 Qxd4 Bxb5 14 Nxb5 
Qg5t and 15... Qxb5 wins a pawn. 


(h) 12 0-0-0 Re8 13 £3 Qb8 14 g4 Qb4 15 a3 Qh7 16 Rde1 Rab8 17 Nd1 leaves 
White the more viable attacking prospects, Psakhis—Haik, Sochi 1985. 


(i) Moving the bishop again is justified here because f7 is weak. Also reasonable 
is 6 0-0 Ng6 7 b3 Be7 8 Bb2 0-0 9 Nd5 =, Rogulj—Orlov, Yugoslavia 1980. 


(j) Lasker—Steinitz, World Chp. (G1) 1894. Now 12 Be3 keeps White on top. 


(k) The rarely played 3. . . Bb4 is dubious. One reason is that 4 c3 Ba5 5 0-0 Nge7 
6 Bxc6 Nxc6 7 b4 Bb6 8 b5 Nad 9 Nxe5 wins a pawn for insufficient compen- 
sation. 


(1) Not 4... Bg7?! 5 d4 and Black must give up the center. 


(m) (A) 7 Re1 Nge7 8 Bg5 hé (8 . . . f6 may be better) 9 Bh4 g5 10 Bg3 0-0 11 d5 Nb8 
12 Bxd7 +, Matthews—Dominguez, Calvia Ol. 2004. (B) 7 Qb3 is a worthy alter- 
native, Both 7... Na5 8 Qa4 c6é 9 Be2 b5 10 Qc2 Ne7 11 Be3 0-0 12 dxe5 dxe5 
13 a4!, Kupreichik-Smyslov, Moscow 1976, and 7... Nge7 8 d5 Na5 9 Bxd7t 
Qxd7 10 Qc2, Rasin—Mays, Boylston 1993; leave White somewhat better. 


(n) 7... Nxe5?7! 8 Nxe5 dxe5 (8... Bxb5 9 Qd5) 9 Qb3 +. 


(0) 12 Nbd2 a6 13 Bc4 Be6 14 Ng5 Bxc4 15 Qxc4 Rf8 16 Nf1 +, R. Byrne—Saloman, 
Philadelphia 1989. 


(p) The most precise move order for Black. 3...a6 4 Ba4 g6 allows 5 d4 exd4 
6 Nxd4 Bg7 7 Nxcé! bxc6 8 0-0 +, de Firmian—Smyslov, Copenhagen 1985. 


(q) (A) Nothing comes of 5 Bxc6 dxc6 6 0-0 (6 Nxe5 Qg5 =) 6... Bg7 7 d4 exd4 
8 cxd4 Ne7 9 Nc3 Bg4 10 Be3 0-0 11 h3 Bxf3 =, Chandler—Spassky, Vienna 
1986. (B) Now 5 Ba4 dé 6 d4 Bd7 7 0-0 Bp7 8 dxe5 dxe5 9 Be3 Nf6 10 Nbd2 
0-0 is equal, Black having gained on the queenside by the insertion of . . . a6. 
White can do better with 8 Be3 or 8 d5 (see Modern Steinitz Defense, cols. 
7-8). 


(r) 12 a5 Bd7 13 Nbd2 f6 14 Bh6 Bxh6 15 Qxh6 Nd8 =, Dudek—Kolmann, corr. 
1992. 


(s) 4... Nxd4 5 Nxd4 exd4 6 Qxd4 Qf6 7 e5 Qb6 8 Qxb6 axb6 9 Nc3 Bb4 10 Bd2 
Ra5 11 a4 c6 12 Ne4! +, Kasparov—Garcfa Santos, Galicia 1991. 


(t) 5...Be7 6 Bxe7 Qxe7 7 0-0 Qb4 8 Bxc6 dxc6 9 Qxd4 Qxd4 10 Nxd4, 
de Firmian—Azmaiparashvili, Moscow 1990, leaves White distinctly better in 
the endgame as the exchange of dark-squared bishops limits Black’s counter- 
play. 

(u) 12 Bc4 a6 13 a4 Bd7 14 Qd2 4, Trygstad—Hoi, Politiken Cup 2005. 
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RUY LOPEZ 


Schliemann Variation 
1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 f5(a) 


25 26 27 28 29 30 
4 NGS sk vledkicsdtsas bvetenescteneiatties Lisneeeearsteceits C4) cepzcrpteas d3(u) 
POS eck ecaideiiidieus irvedaeeeeedelii a: Nd4(o) fxe4 fxe4 
5 Nxe4 Ba4(p) Bxc6(s) dxe4 
NEG eisinscsdoteuvediaaeeees d5 Nf6(q) dxc6 Nf6 
6 Qe2...ccsceee Nxf6t Nxe5(j) Nxe5 Nxe5 0-0 
d5(b) Qxi6 dxe4 Bcd Bf5 Bcd(v) 
7 Nxf6t Qe2(f) Nxc6 Nd3 0-0 Nc3 
gxf6 Be7 Qe5(k) §_ Bb6 Bd6é dé 
8 d4 Bxc6 Qe2 e5 Qh5t Bg5 
Bg7(c) dxc6(g) Nf6(]) Ne4 g6 0-0 
9 dxe5 Nxe5 f4! Nd5 Qe2 Nd5 
0-0 BES Qxf4(m) 0-0 Qha Kh 
10 Bxc6(d) 0-0! Ne5St 0-0 Nc3 Bc4. 
bxc6 0-0(h) c6 c6 Nf6 Be6! 
11 e6 d4 d4 Nxb6 f3 Nxf6 


Re&(e) Bdé{(i) Qh4t(n) = axb6(r) Bxe5(t) pxf6(w) 


(a) If Black inserts 3 .. . a6 4 Ba4 before playing 4 .. . £5, White replies with 5 d4! 
exd4 6 e5 Bc5 7 0-0 Nge7 8 c3 dxc3 9 Nxc3 d5 10 Bes! Kf8 (10... b5 11 Nxb5! 
axb5 12 Bxb5 and Rc1 wins back the piece) 11 Rel Ba7 12.Bxc6 bxc6 13 Ne2 
c5 14 Nf4 c6 15 e6, leaving Black in dire straits, W. Watson—Nunn, London 
1984. 


(b) 6... Qe7 7 0-0 d5 8 Ng3! e4 9 Nd4 Bd7 10 Bxc6 bxc6 11 d3 c5 12 Ndf5 +, 
Grospeter—Srebnic, Lubljana 2005. 


(c) Black seeks an open game for the bishops. Instead, 8...e4 9 Nh4 Be6 
10 Qh5t Bf7 11 Q&S Qd6 12 c3 Qe6 13 BE4 0-0-0 14 £3 QxfS 15 NxfS +, 
Brodsky—Kuzmin, Nikolaev 1993, as 15 .. . exf3 16 g3! leaves White the better 
pawn structure. 


(d) 10 e6 Ned 11 Bf4 (11 0-0 Bxe6 12 Nd4 Bg4 13 £3 Bd7 =) 11...c6 12 Bd3 
Nxd3t 13 Qxd3 c5 14 0-0 Bxe6 =, De la Villa—Nylor, London 1994. 


(e) 12 Be3 Bxe6 (12... c5!?) 13 0-0-0 Qd6 14 Qa6 Rebs 15 Nd4 fS 16 Nb3 +, 
McShane-Nordfjoerd, Copenhagen 2003. 


(f) 7 0-0 Nd4 8 Nxd4 exd4 9 Re1t Be7 10 Qe2 c6 11 Bd3 d5 12 b3 0-0! 13 Qxe7 
Qxf2t 14 Kh1 Bh3 15 gxh3 Qf3t is a draw, and 15 Rg1 Rae8 16 Qxfst Qxfs 
17 Rf1 Bxg2t is a slightly better ending for Black, Buscher-Mici¢é, Germany 
1994. 
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(g) 8... bxc6 9 d4 exd4 10 Bg5 Qe6 11 Qxe6 fxe6 12 Bxe7 Kxe7 13 Nxd4 with su- 
perior pawn structure, lanovsky—Tseshkovsky, Russia 1992. 


(h) (A) 10... 0-0-0 11 d3 g5 12 Bd2 Rhe8 13 Rae1 +, Pavkovic—Zelic, Croation 
Chp. 2006. (B) 10... Bxc2? 11 d3 Ba4 12 Ne4 is trouble for Black. 


(i) 12 c3 c5 13 Bf4! Rae8 14 Rfe1 cxd4 15 cxd4 leaves Black insufficient com: 
pensation for the pawn, Kotronias—Vouldis, Greek Chp. 1992. 


(j) 6 Ng3 Bg4 7 h3 Bxf3 8 Qxf3 Nf6 9 0-0 Bd6é 10 Nh5 e4 11 Nxfét Qxfé 12 Qxfé 
pxf6 13 d3 0-0-0 =, Karpov—Lautier, Ubeda 1994. 


(k) The older plan is 7. .. Qd5 8 c4 Qd6 when 9 Nxa7t allows Black some activ- 
ity for the pawns, but 9 Qh5t g6 10 Qe5t Qxe5 11 Nxe5dt c6 12 Ba4 Be6 
(12 ... Bg7 13 d4) 13 d4 exd3 14 Bg5! Bg7 15 0-0-0 Bxe5 16 Rhe1 puts White 
on top, Timman-—Piket, Wijk aan Zee 1995. 


(1) Not 8... Qxg2? 9 Qh5t winning. 


(m) 9... Qh4t?! 10 g3 Qh3 11 Ne5St c6 12 Bc4 Bcd 13 d3 Ng4 14 Nf7! Bf2t 15 Kd2 
(15 Kd1 e3 16 Qf3 Nxh2 17 Qe4t is also good) 15... e3t 16 Kc3 b5 17 Ngs 
Qh6 18 h3 bxc4 19 hxg4 Qxh1 20 Bxe3 Bxg4 21 Qxg4 Beit 22 Bd2 Bxd2t 
23 Kxd2 Qxai 24 Qe6t with a winning position, Olivier—Boudin, Royan 1989. 


(n) 12 g3 Qh3 13 Bc4 Be6 14 Bf4 Bd6 15 0-0-0 0-0-0 16 Kb1 Rhe8 17 Rhfi h6 
18 Nf7 +, Zvzra—Weinwurm, Marianske Lazne 2006. 


(o) 4... Nf6 5 exfS Bcd (5... 04 6 Ng5 d5 7 d3 +) 6 0-0 0-0 7 Bxc6 dxc6 8 Nxe5 
Bxf5 9 d3 Qe8 10 Qe2 Bd6é 11 £4 Nd7 12 Nc4 +, Svidler—-Topalov, Wijk aan Zee 
(blitz) 1999. 


(p) (A) 5 exf5 c6 6 Bd3 (6 Nxe5!? Qe7 7 0-0 Kd8 8 Rel + [Nunn)) 6... Nxf3t 
7 Qxf3 Nf6 8 Qe2 Bd6 9 b3 0-0 10 Bb2 Bc7 11 £3 d5 12 g4 bd with chances for 
both sides, Leko—I. Sokolov, Wijk aan Zee 1996. (B) 5 Bc4 c6 6 d3 (6 Bxg8 Rxg8 
7 0-0 d6 8 d3 +)6...Qf6 7 Nxd4 exd4 8 Ne2 Bc5 9 0-0 c, Hellers—Keller, 
Lugano 1986. 


(q) 5...c6!? 6 0-0 b5 7 Bb3 Nxb3 8 axb3 b4 9 Ne2 fxe4 10 Nxe5 Nf6 11 d4 Be7 
12 Ng3 +, Rozentalis—Sulkis, Tallinn (rapid) 2004. 

(r) 12 Bb3t+ Nxb3 13 cxb3 d6 14 b4 Kh8 15 Qb3 f4 16 f3 +, Haba—Brauning, 
Kecskemet 1992. 12 c3 may gain a greater advantage. 


(s) The sharp continuation gains White nothing—5 Nxe5 Nxe5 6 dxe5 c6 7 Nc3 
(7 Be2 Qa5t wins the e-pawn) 7... cxb5 8 Nxe4 d5 9 exd6 Nf6é 10 Bg5 Qadt 
11 Nc3 b4 12 Bxf6 gxf6 13 Nd5 b3t 14 c3 Be6 15 Nc7t Kd7 5, 
Wohlfahrt—Grabher, Liechtenstein 1993. 


(t) 12 dxe5 exf3 13 Rxf3 Qd4t 14 Khi Ne4 =, J. Polgar-Ivanchuk, Dortmund 
1997. 


(u) 4 Bxc6 dxc6 5 Nc3 Nf6é 6 Qe2 fxe4 7 Nxe4 Bg4 8 d3 Qd5 9 h3 Bxf3 10 Qxf3 
Bb4t 11 c3 Be7 12 Bg5 0-0-0 13 Bxf6 gxf6 14 Ke2 Kb8 =, Velimirovié—Ristié, 
Novi Sad 1995. 


(v) 6...d6 7Nc3 Be7 8 Qe2 Bd7 9 Be3 0-0 10 Ng5 +, Campora—Del Rio Angelis, 
Mercantil Open 2006. 


(w) 12 Bxe6 fxg5 13 g3 Qf6 =, Hokkanen-Kivijarvi, Finnish Chp. 2000. 
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RUY LOPEZ WITH 3... a6, 
VARIANTS ON MOVES 4-6 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 


HITE's 3 Bb5 seems to be a once-removed threat to win the black 
e-pawn with 4 Bxcé6, but in fact this is not an immediate threat as 

Black would easily win the pawn back. Thus 3 .. . a6 came into 
fashion when this idea became well known in the nineteenth century. 
Today it is the usual move as it commonly gives Black more options. If 
White plays 4 Ba4 (as in all lines except the Exchange Variation) Black can 
always break the pin with ...b5. 

The variations included in this subchapter are: 


1 The EXCHANGE VARIATION 

2 The MODERN STEINITZ VARIATION 

3 Lines with ... a6 and... Bc5 

4 ARKANGEL VARIATION (and Counterthrust Variation) 
5 Fifth-Move Variants 

6 Sixth-Move Variants 

7 The OPEN VARIATION 


1. The EXCHANGE VARIATION, 4 Bxc6 (columns 1-6), has the strategic 
idea of obtaining a kingside pawn majority after playing d4 and exchang- 
ing for the Black e-pawn. White would have an endgame edge because 
Black’s queenside would be difficult to mobilize. Kasimdzhanov has re- 
cently been quite successful with this variation and we note that Bobby 
Fischer also made much use of it in the 1960s. Many amateur players use 
the Exchange Variation to escape learning the massive amount of theory 
required to play the Closed Variations and other lines. Black obtains the 
pair of bishops and easy development in compensation for the doubled 
pawns, so usually there is a clear path to equalizing the game. 
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2. The MODERN STEINITZ VARIATION, 4 Ba4 d6 (columns 7-18), see 
above diagram, allows Black to break the pin with . . . b5 when desired. 
Yet the play is less like the Closed Defense and more like several of the 
variations without ...a6, with the added flexibility for Black of playing 
... b5 at some moment. 5 c3 Bd7 6 d4 (columns 7-10) is a strategic ma- 
neuvering game that can be similar to the King’s Indian Defense if White 
closes the center with d5. The Siesta Variation, 5 c3 £5 (columns 11—12), is 
a sharp line, like the Schliemann Variation. Currently White is doing well 
against the Siesta. White’s fifth move alternatives are equally interesting. 
5 0-0 (columns 13-14) leads to an attack for someone—Black attacks in 
column 13 with 5... Bg4 6 h3 h5 and White attacks in column 14 with a 
pawn sacrifice. Yandemirov has been finding ideas for Black in this line. 
5 Bxc6t bxc6 6 d4 (columns 15—16) is also a sharp continuation. The older 
lines 5 c4 (column 17) and 5 d4 (column 18) allow Black to equalize with- 
out much trouble. 

3. The recent fashion in the Ruy Lopez has been to defend with 
3...a6 and... Bc5 (columns 19-24). This has become a trusted line of 
Imany grandmasters as it is as sound as the Closed Defense. For a century 
it had been thought that placing the bishop on c5 was a loss of tempo com- 
pared to... Be7 (since it must move when the White pawn comes to d4). 
The extra activity of the more aggressive placement seems to compensate 
for this. 

4. The ARKANGEL VARIATION is 4... Nf6 5 0-0 b5 6 Bb3 Bb7 (columns 
25-28). This is a sharp counterattacking system where Black plays to win. 
7 Re1 (columns 25-26) is the most usual continuation, although Black has 
reasonable chances. 7 c3 (column 27) is a wild line in which Black sacri- 
fices a piece for good play, though White may gain a small endgame edge 
after a long and complicated line. 7 d3 (column 28) is safe, with chances 
for a small edge to White. The Counterthrust Variation, 4... b5 5 Bb3 Na5 
(columns 29-30), is an older system in which Black hunts down the 
“Spanish bishop,” but this allows White to gain the initiative in the center. 

5. In the Fifth-Move Variants (columns 31-36) we have included 
5 0-0 Be7 6 Rel d6 (column 31) as it has similarities with the next 
columns. Here Black refrains from an early b5, since this move gains 
space but also weakens the queenside. In columns 32-33 Black plays 
5...d6, but doesn’t develop the bishop to e7. Columns 34—36 cover 5 
Qe2, 5 Nc3, and 5 d3. These take play into less-known territory that 
should not be dangerous for Black. 

6: Sixth-Move Variants (columns 37-42) include the Worrall Attack, 
6 Qe2 (columns 37-38), in which White frees the d1 square for his rook to 
play on the d-file. Black has no serious problems. 6 d4, the Center Varia- 
tion (columns 39-40), is also theoretically fine for Black, but the play is 
sharp and it is easy to go astray. 6 Bxc6, the Exchange Variation Deferred 
(columns 41-42), loses a tempo over the Exchange Variation, but leaves 
the Black knight on f6 and the Black bishop on e7—not their best squares. 
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7. The OPEN VARIATION, 4 Ba4 Nf6 5 0-0 Nxe4 (columns 43-60), see 
above diagram, is a major, well-respected defense to the Ruy Lopez. Black 
takes the unprotected e-pawn with the idea that while White is recaptur- 
ing his pawn, Black will take a stake in the center. The Open Variation al- 
lows more fluid play than the Closed Variations, with less maneuvering 
and more active possibilities. The chief disadvantage is that Black’s posi- 
tion becomes a trifle loose, leaving targets to attack. 

After 6 d4 b5 7 Bb3 d5 8 dxe5 Be6 the most fashionable move is 
9 Nbd2 (columns 43-45), immediately contesting the strong Black knight 
on e4, Play is often very tactical, with long sharp variations. 

The classic continuation is 9 c3 (columns 46-54). Black responds 
with either the active 9... Bc5 (columns 46-48), or the steady 9... Be7 
(columns 49-54). In the former, the Dilworth Attack (column 48) is still 
promising for Black. 9 .. . Be7 10 Nbd2 (columns 49-50) is currently leav- 
ing White with pleasant positions. 9... Be7 10 Be3 (columns 51-52) is a 
position that can arise by the order of moves 9 Be3 Be7 10 c3 so that the 
Dilworth Attack is avoided. Black has reasonable chances against this and 
also against 10 Bc2 (column 53) and 10 Re1 (column 54). 

Columns 55-60 investigate less-played alternatives which theory 
considers to offer fewer chances, Notable is the Howell Attack, 9 Qe2 
(columns 56-57), an aggressive line where White looks for play on the 
d-file. In column 60 Black plays greedily with 6... exd4. 
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RUY LOPEZ 
Exchange Variation 
1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Bxc6 dxc6(a) 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
SEE | £1 OUR TEs Oe RRND: REE AR MES ty OR OTE AE ED da(t) 
PO ve lecein ede cateveseaoavenee Qd6 ......... Bg4........5. Bd6é exd4 
6 d4. da(l) h3 d4 Qxd4 
Bp4 ....eeeees exd4 Ne7(m) h5(o) exd4 Qxd4 
7 dxe5(b) Nxd4(h) Nbd2 d3 Qxd4 Nxd4 
Qxd1 c5 Ng6é Qi6é f6 Bd7(u) 
8 Rxd1 Nb3(i) Nc4 Be3(p) b3(r) Be3 
fxe5(c) Qxd1 Qi6 Bxf3 Qe7 0-0-0 
9 Rd3(d) Rxd1 Bg5 Qxf3 Nbd2 Nd2 
Bdé(e) Bg4(j) Qe6 Qxf3 Nh6!(s) Ne7 
10 Nbd2 £3 Bd2 gxf3 Nc4 0-0-0 
Nf6(f) Be6 Bc5 Bd6 Bc5 Re8& 
11 b3 Nc3 b4 Nd2 Qd3 Rhe1i 
0-0-0 Bd6 Ba7 Ne7’ Nf7 Ng6 
12 Bb2 Be3 Be3 Rfb1! Be3 Ne2 
Rhe&(g) b6(k) 0-0(n) f5(q) 0-0 = Bd6 = 


(a) 4... bxc67! 5 d4 exd4 6 Qxd4 leaves White in control of the center. 


(b) 7 c3 Bd6 8 Be3 Qe7 (8... Ne7 9 Nbd2 0-0 10 Qb3t Kh8 11 dxe5 fxe5 o, 
Rozentalis—Beliavsky, Belgrade 1999) 9 Nbd2 0-0-0 10 Qc2 exd4 11 Nxd4 c5 
12 Nfs Bxf5 13 exf5 Qd7 =, Nisipeanu—Grischuk, Bundesliga 2002. 


(Q 8... Bxf3 9 gxf3 fxe5 10 Be3 (10 £47! Nf6!) 10... Bd6 11 Nd2 Ne7 12 Nc4 
0-0-0 13 Rd3 4, Fischer—Rubinetti, Buenos Aires 1970. 


(d) 9 Nbd2 0-0-0 10 Re1 Bd6 11 h3 Bh5 12 Nh4 Bf7 13 Ndf3 h6 14 b3 g6 15 Bb2 
Re8 16 g4 Nf6 finally equalizes, Zhang Zhong—Onischuk, Russia 2004. 


(e) On 9... Bxf3 10 gxf3! still gives White an edge. 


(f) Also equal is 10... b5 11 b3 Ne7 12 Bb2 Ng6 13-g3 0-0 14 Kg2 Rf6, Nunn— 
Portisch, Wijk aan Zee 1985. 


(g) 13 Nc4 Nxe4 14 Nfxe5 Be6! 15 Rad1 Bc5 =, Kaidanov-I. Sokolov, Groningen 
1993. 


(h) 7 Qxd4 Qxd4 8 Nxd4 is not as good since White would like to be castled 
queenside in this particular endgame. 


(i) 8 Ne2 Qxd1 9 Rxd1 Bd7 10 Nbc3 Ne7 11 Bf4 0-0-0 12 Rd2 Ng6 13 Bg3 Ned =, 
Fischer—Spassky, match 1992. 
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(j) On 9... Bd6 10 Na5! b5 11 c4 Ne7 12 Be3 pressures the Black queenside, 
Fischer—Portisch, Havana Ol. 1966. 


(k) 13 a4 Kf7 (13... 0-0-0 14 a5 Kb7 15 e5! +, Fischer—Spassky, match 1992) 
14 a5 c4 15 Nd4 b5 16 b3 axb3 17 cxb3 Ne7 =, Predojevic-Sasikiran, Bosnia 
2006. 


(1) (A) 6 d4 exd4 7 Nxd4 Ne7 8 Nc3 Bd7 9 Be3 0-0-0 10 Qe2 f5 =, Waitzkin- 
Benjamin, New York 1992. (B) 6 Na3 Be6 7 Qe2 f6 8 Rd1 Bg4 9 Nc4 Qe6 
10 Ne3 Bxf3 11 Qxf3 0-0-0 12 d3 c5 13 Qf5 Qxf5 14 Nxf5 c4 =, Illescas—Anand, 
Dos Hermanas 1997. 


(m) Also good is 6 ... {6 7 Be3 c5 8 Nbd2 Be6 9 Qe2 Ne7 10 c3 Nc6 11 Rfd1 Qd7 
12 Nb3 Bxb3 13 axb3 Bdé =, Dvoretsky—A. Ivanov, Philadelphia 1991. 


(n) 13 Qd2 Qe7 14 Bxa7 Rxa7 15 Qc3 f6 16 Ne3 Nf4 17 Rfe1 Rd8 18 Rad1 Ra =, 
van der Wiel—Z. Almasi, Groningen 1994. 


(o) White gains a simple edge after 6... Bxf3 7 Qxf3 Qd7 8 d3 0-0-0 9 Be3 f6 
10 Nd2 Ne7 11 b4 Ng6 12 Rfb1 Be7 13 a4, Fischer—Kramer (blitz), Manhattan 
1971, 


(p) White’s pieces are more tangled after 8 Nbd2 Ne7 9 Rei Ng6 10 d4 Bdé, 
so he must play 11 hxg4 hxg4 12 Nh2 Rxh2! 13 Qxp4 (13 Kxh2? Qxf2 +) 
13... Qh4 =, Chow—A. Ivanov, Dallas 1996. 


(q) 13 b4 a5 14 a3 0-0 15 Nc4 axb4 16 axb4 b5 17 Nad +, Kasimdzhanov—Adams, 
FIDE World Chp. KO 2005. 


(r) 8 Be3 Ne7 9 Nbd2 Be6 10 Radi Ng6 11 Nc4 Bxc4 12 Qxc4 Qe7 13 Rfel 
0-0-0 =, Brynel]l—Hebden, Oslo 2004. 


(s) 9... Be6 10 Nc4 Bc5 11 Qd3 Rd8 12 Qe2 Qf7 13 NaS! Bb6 14 Bd2 +, 
Timman-—Piket, Brussels 1992. The column is B. Lalié-Hebden, Hastings 
1996/97. 


(t) Black has no difficulties after 5 Nc3 {6 6 d3 Bd6 7 Be3 c5 8 Ne2 Ne7 9 Ng3 Be6 
10 c3 Qd7 11 0-0 0-0 =, Romanovsky—Botvinnik, Moscow 1935. 


(u) Black also, has no troubles after 7... Bd6 8 Be3 Ne7 9 Nd2c5 10 Ne2 Be6 
11 Nf4 Bxf4 12 Bxf4 0-0-0, Keitlinghaus—Kindermann, Prague 1992. The col- 
umn is Petterson—Alekhine, Orebro 1935. 
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RUY LOPEZ 
Modern Steinitz Defense 
1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 d6 5 c3 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
BOF iecetiianatcetedeats luv sadhded dean va cote eee eta £5(n) (Siesta Variation) 
6 d4 exf5 (0) 
PBs ivsauelscavebnedivivaiis Nge7 ....-00+ Nf6é Bxf5 
7 0-0(a) 0-0(i) 0-0 00a d4 
Bg7 Neg6 Qe7(k) Bd3 e4 
8 Be3 .....0008. d5(e) d5 Rel Rel Ng5(s) 
Nf6é Nce7(f) Nbs p6 Be7 d5 
9 Nbd2 Bxd7t c4 Nbd2 Bc2(p) £3 
0-0(b) Qxd7 Be7 Bg7 Bxc2 hé! 
10 h3(c) c4 Nc3 Nf1(1) Qxc2 fxe4 
Qes hé hé 0-0 Nfé(q) hxg5 
11  Bxcé6! Nc3 b4 Bg5 d4 exf5 
Bxc6 f5 a5 he 0-0 Bd6 
12 dxe5 Ne1(g) a3 Bh4 d5! Qf3 
Nxe4 Nfé 0-0 Qes e4 24 
13. Nxe4 £3 Be3 Bc2 Ng5 Qxe4 


Bxe4(d) 0-0(h) Bxa4(j) Nh5(m) Ne5(r) Nf6(t) 


(a) 7 Bg5 f6 8 Be3 Nh6 9 0-0 (9 b4 Bg7 10 Bb3 Qe7 11 0-0 Nf7 12 Bd5d exd4 
13 Nxd4 0-0 14 Nd2 Kh8 15 Nxc6 bxc6 16 Bb3 Ne5 17 Bd4 a5 =, Kindermann— 
Mokry, Trnava 1987) 9...Bg7 10 dxe5 fxe5 11 Bg5 Qc8 12 Qci Nf7 =, 
Nurkic—Mikhalchishin, Opatija 2003. 


(b) 9... Ng4 10 Bg5 f6 11 Bh4 Ne7 12 h3 Nh6 13 Bb3 leaves Black disorganized, 
Vladimirov—Smyslov, Moscow 1990. 


(c) (A) On 10 Rei not 10... Qe8? 11 Bxc6 Bxc6 12 dxe5 Nxe4 13 Nxe4 Bxe4 
14 exd6 cxd6 15 Ng5 =, J. Polgar—Azmaiparashvili, EU rapid 2001. Instead 
10... Ng4 11 Bg5 Qe8 12 h3 Nh6 13 Nf1 f6 14 Bb3t Nf7 =, Klovans—Butnorius, 
USSR 1968. (B) 10 dxe5 dxe5! 11 Bc5 Re8 12 Ba3 Qc8 13 Bc2 b6 =. 


(d) 14 exd6 Rd8 15 Nd2 Qc6 16 Nxe4 Qxe4 17 Qb1 Qxb1 18 Raxb1 cxd6 19 Rfd1 
with play against the isolated pawn, Chandler—Azmaiparashvili, Moscow 
1990. 


(e) As in note (c), White gets very little from exchanging in the center—8 dxe5 
dxe5 9 Be3 Nf6 10 Nbd2 Qe? (or 0-0) 11 b4 b6 12 Bb3 0-0 13 a4 h6 14 h3 Rfds 
15 Qc2 Nh5 16 Rfdi Nf4 =, Hort—Spassky, Germany 1983. 


(f) 8... Nb8 9 Bxd7t Nxd7 10 c4 h6 11 Ne1 Ne7 12 Nc3 0-0 13 Nd3 f5 14 £3, 
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Z, Almasi—Zsinka, Cattolica 1993. White is a little better as the position is like 
a main-line King’s Indian Defense with the exchange of White’s bad bishop. 


(g) 12 exf5 gxf5 13 Nh4 Nf6 14 £4 e4 15 Be3 c5 16 dxc6 Qxc6 17 Rci1 0-0 18 h3 Kh7 
19 Rf2 d5 =, Kholmov—Kornasiewicz, Warsaw 1989. 


(h) 14 Nd3 c6 15 Be3 cxd5 16 cxd5 Rf7 17 Qb3 Raf8 18 Nf2 +, Gelfand—Malaniuk, 
Keres Mem. (rapid) 2005. 


(i) (A) An excellent alternative is 7 Be3!? Ng6 8 h4! h5 9 g3 Be7 10 d5 Nb8 
11 Bxd7+ Nxd7 12 Nfd2 Nf6 13 f3 0-0 14 c4, leaving Black with only passive 
pieces, Topalov-Yusupov, Novgorod 1995. (B) 7 Bb3 h6é 8 Nbd2 Ng6 9 Nc4 
Be7 10 Ne3 Bg5! 11 Nxg5 hxg5 12 g3 exd4 13 cxd4 Kf8 14 0-0 (14 Nd5 Bh3 =) 
14... Qf6! 15 Nd5 Qxd4 gives Black active play on the weakened kingside 
light squares, Short—Portisch, Linares 1990. 


(j) 14 Nxa4 Nd7 15 c5 axb4 16 axb4 +, Motylev-Timman, Gothenburg 2005. 


(k) (A) 7... Nxe4 8 Re1 f5 9 dxe5 dxe5 (9... Nxe5? 10 Nxe5 dxe5 11 Rxe4! fxe4 
12 Qh5t) 10 Nbd2 Nxd2 11 Nxe5! +. (B) 7... Be7 8 Rel 0-0 9 Nbd2 =. 


(1) 10 Bxc6 Bxc6 11 Nc4 Nxe4 12 d5 Bb5 13 Rxe4 f5 14 Bg5 Bf6 15 Bxfé Qxfé 
16 Nxd6t cxd6 =, Ulfarsson—Grétarsson, Icelandic Chp. 1996. 


(m) 14 Ne3 Ne7 15 Qd2 f6 16 h3 Be6 17 c4 +, Ribli-Kavalek, Amsterdam 1973. 


(n) 5...Nf66d4b5 (6... Bd7 is column 10) 7 Bb3 Bg4 8 d5 Nb8 9 h3 Bh5 10 a4 
=, Keres—Rootare, Tallinn 1945. 


(0) 6 d4 fxe4 7 Nxe5 dxe5 8 Qh5t Ke7! 9 Bxc6 bxc6 10 Bg5t Nf6 11 dxe5 Qd5 
12 Bh4 Kd7 13 Qg5 h6 14 Qfst Ke8 15 Qg6t Qf7 16 Qxf7t Kxf7 17 exf6 gxfé 
= (Capablanca). 


9 Re3!? e4 10 Ne1 Bg5 11 Rh3 Nh6 12 Nxd3 exd3 13 Qe1t Kd7 14 Rxd3 Rf8 
15 Na3 Ng4 16 Bxc6t bxc6 17 £3 Qe8 18 Qg3 h5 with an attack for the mate- 
rial, van der Tak—-Nederkoorn, corr. 1986. 


(q) 10... g5?! 11 d4 g4 12 Nfd2 Nf6 13 Ne4 +, Nijboer—I. Sokolov, Vlisingen 
2000. 


(r) 14 Ne6 Qd7 15 Nd2 (15 Nxf8?! Qe4 with attack) 15...e3 16 Rxe3 Nxd5 
17 Nxf8 Nxe3 18 Qxh7+t Kxf8 19 fxe3 Re8 20 Ne4 Qp4 21 Bd2 +, Z. Almasi- 
Winants, Wijk aan Zee 1995. 


(s) 8 d5 exf3 9 Qxf3 (9 dxc6? b5 10 Qxf3 Bxbi 11 Bb3 Bg6 +, Capablanca—H. 
Steiner, New York 1931) 9... Qe7t (9... Bxb1!? +) 10 Kd1 Be4 11 Qh3 Qf7 
12 dxc6 Bxc6 13 Re1t Be7 =, Kasparov—Lautier, Lyon 1994. Two World Cham- 
pions had no luck with the White pieces, so 8 d5 is not recommended. 


(t) 14 Qf3 Ne4 15 Kd1 Qh4 16 Be3 +, Z. Almasi—Winants, Calvia Ol. 2004. 


= 


(Pp 
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RUY LOPEZ 
Modern Steinitz Defense 
1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 d6 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
5 O=O eassnies cease eras’ BXCGET iv isicaaaesenstednaceds OF ewicevestean d4 
Bg4 Bd7 bxc6 Bd7(q) b5 
6 h3 da(f) d4 Nc3 Bb3 
h5(a) b5 16-5 ein exd4 26 Nxd4 
7 d4(b) Bb3 Be3(j) Qxd4(n) d4 Nxd4 
bs Nxd4(g) Ne7 c5 exd4 exd4 
8 Bb3 Nxd4 Nc3 Qd3 Nxd4 Bd5(r) 
Nxd4(c) exd4 Ng6 g6(0) Bg7 Rb8 
9 hxg4 c3(h) Qe2(k) Nc3 Be3 Bc6t 
Nxb3(d) dxc3 Be7 Bg7 Nge7 Bd7 
10  axb3 Qh5 0-0-0 Bf4 0-0 Bxd7+ 
hxg4 Qe7 Be6(]) Ne7 0-0 Qxd7 
11 Ng5 Nxc3 h4 Qdz2 h3 Qxd4 
Qd7 Nf6 h5 0-0 Nxd4 Nf6 
12 c4 Qd1! dxe5 Bhé Bxd7 Nc3 
Rb8(e) c6(i) fxe5(m) Bg4(p) Ne2t = Be7(s) 


(a) 6... Bh5 73 Qf6 (7... Nf6 8 d4 b5 9 Bb3 +) 8 g4 Bg6 9 d4! Bxe4 10 Nbd2 
with a terrific initiative for the pawn, Fischer—Geller, Bled 1961. 


(b) A noteworthy alternative is 7 Bxc6t bxc6 8 d4 Qf6 (8... Bxf3 9 Qxf3 exd4 
10 Rd1 Qf6 11 Qb3 Ne7 12 Qb7 Rc8 13 c3 £, Aronian—Yandemirov, Russia 
2005) 9 Nbd2 Be6 10 Nb3 Qg6 11 Ng5 Bd7 12 dxe5 dxe5 13 f4 +, Shirov— 
I. Sokolov, Wijk aan Zee 2004. 


(c) 8... Bxf3 9 Qxf3 Qf6 10 Qc3 Nge7 11 dxe5 dxe5 12 Be3 g5 13 a4 +, 
Nikolaevsky-Shiyanovsky, USSR 1962. 


(d) 9... hxg4 10 Ng5 Nh6 11 Bd5 c6 12 c3 cxd5 13 cxd4 Be7 14 Qd2! +, 
de Firmian-Timman, Reykjavik 2000. 


(e) 13 Rxa6 f6 14 Nc3 fxg5 15 Nxb5 Nf6 16 Ra7 Rc8 17 Ret 1.087 18 Be3 Qh5 19 Kf1 
+ (though the position is very messy), Smirnov-Yandimirov, ECU Club 2006. 


(f) 6 c3 Nfé 7 d4 transposes into column 10. 


(g) 7... exd4 8c3 dxc3 (8... d3 9 Qxd3 +) 9 Qd5! Qe7 (9 Nxc3 Nf6 10 Qd1 also 
gives White fine play for the pawn), Kindermann—Gohring, Germany 1988. 


(h) A well-known trap is 9 Qxd4? c5 10 Qd5 c4 winning a piece, 
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(i) 13 Re1 Be6 14 Bg5 h6 15 Nd5! with a strong initiative for the pawn, Arnason— 
Grétarsson, Reykjavik 1995. 


{j) On 7 Nc3 Bg4 8 Be3 Qb8 is sufficient for equality. 


(k) 9 Qd3 Be7 10 h4 h5 11 0-0-0 a5 12 Qc4 Bd7 13 dxe5 fxe5 14 Ng5 Bxg5 15 Bxg5 
Qb8 =, Kotronias—Hiibner, Yerevan Ol. 1996. 


(1) 10... Bd7 11 h4 h5 12 Qce4 Qc8 13 dxed fxe5 14 Ng5 Bxg5 15 hxg5 +, 
King—Yusupov, Swiss League 2002. 


(m) 13 Ng5 Bxg5 14 Bxg5 Qb8 15 g3 Qb4 16 a3 Qb7 =, Galkin—Yandemirov, Russia 
2004, 
(n) 7 Nxd4 c5 8 Nc6 (8 Ne2 Bb7 =) Qd7 9 Nad Qg4 10 Qxg4 Bxg4 11 Nc3 Ne7 =, 
Ehlvest—Timman, Tallinn (rapid) 2001. 
(0) 8...Ne7 9 Nc3 Rb8 10 b3 Ng6 11 0-0 Be7 12 Nd5 +, Mecking—Keres, Petrop- 
olis Int. 1973. 


(p) 13 0-0-0 Nc6 14 Nd5 Rb8 15 Bxg7 Kxg7 16 Qc3t f6 with chances for both 
sides, Hellers—Goldin, New York 1993. 


(q) Also reasonable is 5... Bg4 6 h3 Bxf3 7 Qxf3 Nfé 8 d3 Nd7 9 Be3 Be7 10 0-0 
0-0 11 Ne3 Rb8 12 Nd5 Ned with roughly equal chances, Brodsky— 
Yandemirov, Kstovo 1994. The column is Keres—Capablanca, Buenos Aires 
Ol. 1939. 


{r) 8 c3?! dxc3 9 Qh5 Qd7 10 Nxc3 Nf6 11 Qe2 Be7 12 0-0 0-0 13 h3 Bb7 leaves 
White little compensation for the pawn, de Firmian—Hiibner, San Francisco 
1995. 


(s) 13 0-0 0-0 with equal chances, Stoltz—Alekhine, Bled 1931. 
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RUY LOPEZ 


3...a6and...Bc5s 
1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nf6 5 0-0 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
5 icsceissicd vie didarase cud secad oust tes diteadentinetes < Bc5 
6 Bb3 CO vctitestens Nxe5(r) 
Bc5 b5(m) Nxe5 
7 CY ee (os eee Cs K Renee Nxe5 Bc2(n) d4 
Rb8&8(a) d6 d6(h) Nxe5 d6(o) b5!(s) 
8 c3(b) a4(f) a4 d4 d4{p) dxe5(t) 
0-0(c) Bg4 Rbs Bxd4{j) Bb6 Nxe4 
9 d4 d3 axb5 Qxd4 a4 Bb3(u) 
Bb6 0-0 axb5 dé Bg4 Bb7 
10 axb5 h3. Be3 c3(k) d5 Bd5(v) 
axb5 Bxf3 0-0 c5 Ne7 Bxf2t! 
11 dxe5 Qxf3 Nbd2 Qd1 axb5 Rxf2 
Ng4 Nad hé 0-0 axb5 Nxf2 
12 Bfa(d) Bc2 Qe2 £3 Rxa8 Kxf2 
Qe8(e) b4(g) Nd7{(i) Bb7(]) Qxa8(q) Qh4t(w) 


{a) An important alternative is 7... Bb7 8 d3 transposing into col. 28 of the 
Arkangel Variation. Bad though is 7... b4?! 8 Nxe5 Nxe5 9 d4 =. 


(b) 8 axb5 axb5 9 Nxe5 Nxe5 10 d4 Bxd4 11 Qxd4 d6 12 f4 Nc6 13 Qc3 Ne7 
14 Qd3 (14 Ra7 c5 15 e5 Nfd5 =) 14... 0-0 15 Nc3 c5 16 Nxb5 Nxe4 17 Qxe4 
Rxb5 18 Ra7 c4! 19 Bxc4 d5 20 Qxe7 dxc4 and the bishops of opposite color 
allowed Black to draw with little trouble, Kasparov-Topalov, Novgorod 1997. 


{c) 8...d6 9d4Bb6 10 axb5 axb5 11 Na3 0-0 12 Nxb5 exd4 13 cxd4 Bg4 14 Ba4 
d5 15 e5 Ne4 16 Be3 f6 17 Qc2 Nb4 18 Qb3 +, Kramnik—Topalov, Melody 
Amber 2004. 


(d) 12 Na3 Nexed 13 h3 d6! 14 Qe2 Nxf3t 15 Qxf3 Ned =, Topalov-Anand, Wijk 
aan Zee 2006. 


(e) 13 Na3 Ngxe5 14 Nxe5 Nxe5 15 Nxb5 d6 16 Nd4 Nee 17 Bg3 Qxe4 18 Rel +, 
Volokitin—Fedorchuk, Bundesliga 2007. 


(f) 8 d4 Bb6 9 dxed (9 Bg5 h6 10 Bd5 Bd7 =) 9... Nxe5 10 Nxe5 dxe5 11 Qxdst 
Kxd8 12 Bxf7 Rf =. 


(g) 13 Nd2 Rb8 14 Qez Re8 15 Nf3 bxc3 16 bxc3 Nb3 17 Bxb3 Rxb3 18 d4 exd4 
19 cxd4 Rxf3! with chances for both sides, Anand—Karpov, FIDE World Chp. 
1998, 
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(hb) (A) 8...Bb7 transposes into column 28 of the Arkangel Variation. 
(B) 8... 0-0 9 Bg5 hé 10 Bh4 g5 11 Bg3 d6 12 c3 +, Koglin—Puljek, Dresden 
1998. 


(i) 13 c3 Qf6 14 g3 Ne7, Milos—Shirov, Groningen 1997; now 15 d4 Bb6 16 Bc2 
Ng6 17 b4 gives White an edge (Milos). 


(j) 8... Nxe4? 9 dxc5 wins material, Garcia—Stephenson, Dubai Ol. 1986. 


(k) Black was threatening 10 ...c5, 11...c4 winning the bishop. On 10 f4 Nc6 
11 Qc3 Bb7 12 e5 Ne4 13 Qe3 Nad is equal, Svidler—-Shirov, Groningen 1996. 


(1) 13 a4 Bc6 14 Na3 Re®8 =, de Firmian—Tkachiev, New York 1995. 


(m) 6... Ba7 7 d4 Nxe4 8 Rei f5 9 Nbd2 0-0 (9... Nxd2 10 Nxe5! +) 10 Nxe4 
fxe4 11 Bg5 Qe8 12 Rxe4 d6 13 dxe5 +, Capablanca—Milner-Barry, Hastings 
1935. 


(n) 7 Bb3 transposes into column 20. In this order of moves White makes use of 
the opportunity to guard his e-pawn with the bishop. 


(o) An important alternative is 7... d5!? 8 d4 (8 exd5 Qxd5 =) 8... dxe4 9 Nxe5 
Nxe5 10 dxe5 Qxd1 11 Rxd1 Ng4 12 Bxe4 Nxf2 13 Bc6t Ke7 14 Rd5 Bb6 
15 Bxa8 Nd3t 16 Kf1 Nxc1 17 Na3 Be6 18 Rxc1 Rxa8, Luther—Hracek, Bun- 
desliga 2007. White is slighly better in this difficult ending. 


(p) 8 a4 Bg4! 9 h3 Bh5 10 b4 Bb6 11 axb5 axb5 12 Rxa8 Qxa8 13 Na3 Nd8 =, 
Svidler—Benjamin, World Team Chp. 1997. 


(q) 13 Na3 b4 (13... Bd7 14 Qe2 +) 14 cxb4 0-0 15 h3 leaves White on top (Deep 
Blue Team). 


(r) 6 Bxc6 dxc6 7 d3 Qd6 8 Nbd2 Be6 9 a3 a5 10 b3 Nd7 11 Ng5 0-0 12 Bb2 f6 =; 
Kamsky—Ivanchuk, Monaco (blindfold) 1996. 


(s) 7... Nxe4 8 Qe2 Be7 9 Qxe4 Ng6 10 c4 0-0 11 Nc3 c6 12 Bc2 +, Fedorowicz— 
Gulko, U.S. Chp. 1989. 


(t) 8 Bb3 Bxd4 9 Qxd4 d6 transposes into column 22. 


(u) 9 Qg4 Bb7! 10 Bb3 Qe7 11 Nc3 (11 Qxg7 0-0-0) . . . Nxc3 12 bxc3 0-0-0 =, 
Kobalia—Belozerov, Russia 2004. 


(v) 10 Nc3 Qh4 11 Bxf7t!? (Short-Onischuk, Wijk aan Zee 1997) 11... Kxf7 
12 Qxd7t Kg6 13 Nxe4 Bxe4 14 Be3 Bxe3 15 fxe3 Raf8 16 g3 = (Onischuk). 


(w) 13 Kf1 Bxd5 14 Qxd5 0-0 +, Stefansson—Hector, Reykjavik 1997. 
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RUY LOPEZ 
Arkangel Variation (and 4... b5, 5... Na5) 
1 e4 & 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 


25 26 27 28 29 30 
NEG 3 ith 2s eu eivareas poeaevaede tia peasediaweeagbauegeess b5 
5 0-0 Bb3 
bs Nad 
6  Bb3 0-0(q) 
Bb7(a) d6 
F CROD ies thiaitint adacceies C8. caccaiaees d3(m) d4 
Bc5 Nxe4(g) Bc5(n) Nxb3 .....-4. exd4(t) 
8 c3 d4 a4 axb3 Nxd4 
6 secidesss 0-0 Na5(h) 0-0(0) f6 Bb7(u) 
9 d4 d4 Bc2(i) Nc3 Nh4(r) Bd2 
Bb6 Bb6 exd4 Na5d!? Ne7 Nxb3(v) 
10 Be3(b) Bg5(e) Nxd4(j) axb5 £4 Nxb3 
0-0(c) hé c5(k) Nxb3 Bb7 Nf6é 
11 Nbd2 Bh4 Nf5 cxb3 d5 Rel 
h6é Re8 Qié axb5 c6 Be7 
12 h3 Qd3 Nd2 Rxa8 c4 Nad 
Rb8(d) dé(£) d5(1) Bxa8(p) exf4(s) Rb8(w) 


(a) Black can still play the closed variations with 6... d6 7 c3 Be7 8 Rel since 
7 Ngd d5 8 exd5 Nd4 9 Re1?! Bcd! 10 Rxe5t Kf8 11 c3 Ng4 12 cxd4 Bxd4 is 
trouble for White. 


(b) White has two serious alternatives. (A) 10 Bg5 h6 11 Bh4 0-0 12 Qd3 ReB 
(12... g5? 13 Nxg5! hxg5 14 Bxg5 exd4 15 e5! Nxe5 16 Rxed threatening 
17 Qg6t wins, Diaz—-Valdes, Cuba 1988) 13 Nbd2 g5 14 Bg3 Nh5 15 a4 
Qf6 =, K. Georgiev—Sidelfsade, Antalya 2002. (B) 10 a4 h6 11 axb5 axb5 12 
Rxa8 Qxa8 13 Na3 0-0 14 Nxb5 Nad 15 Bc2 Bxe4 =, Megaranto—Sefanova, 
Makita—Lakoni 2004. 


(c) Not 10... Nxe4? 11 d5 winning a piece. 10... Ne4? loses time to 11 Bg5. 


(d) Better than 12... Qb8?! 13 d5 Ne7 14 Bxb6 cxb6 15 Bc2 Nd7 16 Nhé4! +, 
Anand—Kamsky, Las Palmas 1995. After 12... Rb8 White cannot play 13 d5 
Bxe3 14 dxc6 Bxd2 15 cxb7 Bxel as the rook on a8 is not attacked, so Kir. 
Georgiev—Beliavsky, Budva 1996, continued 13 Bc2 Re8 14 a3 Na7 15 a4 Nc6 
16 axb5 axb5 17 Bd3 b4 =. 


(e) 10 Be3 exd4 11 cxd4 Nad 12 Bg5 Nxb3 13 axb3 h6 14 Bh4 g5 15 Nxg5 
Nxe4! =, Anand—Ivanchuk, Belgrade 1997. 
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(f) 13 Nbd2 Nad 14 Bc2 c5 15 d5 c4 16 Qe2 Kh7 17 b4 +, Savon-Gipslis, USSR 
Chp. 1970. 


(g) 7...d5 8 exd5 Nxd5 9 d4 exd4 10 Ng5! Qd7 11 Qf3 Nd8 12 cxd4 Be7 
13 Nc3 +, Arencibia—Lugo, Ubeda 1997. 


(h) 8... exd4 9 Re1 d5?! 10 Ng5! threatens 11 Rxe4. 


(i) 9 Nxe5 Nxb3 10 Qxb3 Nd6 11 Rei Be7 12 Nd2 0-0 =, A. Ivanov—Kaidanov, 
Continental Chp. 2003. 


(j) White’s attempt to win a piece starts great complications—10 b4 Nc4 11 Bxe4 
Bxe4 12 Re1 d5 13 Nxd4 c5! 14 bxc5 Bxc5 15 £3 0-0 16 fxe4 dxe4 17 Rxe4 Qd5 
18 Rh4 Rad8 19 Nd2 Ne3 20 Qf3 Nf5 21 Qxd5 Rxd5 22 Rh5 +, Aagaard— 
Potapov, Vorenezh 2002. 


(k) 10...Ng5 11 a4 c5 (Z. Almasi—Onischuk, Parana 1991) 12 Reilt Ne6 
13 Nf5 +. 


() 13 Nxe4 dxe4 14 Ng3 Be7 15 Nxe4 Qc6 16 Qh5 Qg6 =, Efimenko—Kaidanov, 
Aeroflot Open 2004. 


(m) 7 d4 Nxd4 8 Nxd4 (8 Bxf7t+ Kxf7 9 Nxe5t Kg8 10 Qxd4 c5 11 Qd1 Qes =) 
8... exd4 9 e5 Ne4 10 c3 dxc3 11 Qf3 d5 12 exd6é Qf6! 13 d7+ (van der 
Wiel-Gonzalez, Biel 1985) 13... Kd8! 14 Qxf6 Nxf6 15 Nxc3 Kxd7 = (Lig- 
terink). 


(n) 7... Bd6 is a serious alternative: 8 c3 0-0 9 Nbd2 h6 10 Rel Re8 11 Nf Bf 
12 Ng3 Nad (12... d5 13 exd5 Nxd5 14 d4 +) 13 Bc2 +, Dolmatov—Saveijev, 
Russia 2003. 


(0) 8...d69Nc3b4(9...Na5 10 Ba2 b4.11 Ne2 +, Carlsen—Beliavsky, Wijk aan 
Zee 2006) 10 Nd5 Nad 11 Nxfé6+ Qxf6 12 Ba2 h6é 13 Be3 +, Kasparov—Anand, 
World Chp. 1995. 


(p) 13 Nxe5 b4 14 Na4 Be7 15 Nf3 d6 16 Nd4 +, Bologan—Onischuk, Siberia 2006. 


(q) Tempting but dubious is the sacrifice 6 Bxf7t Kxf7 7 Nxe5t Ke7 8 d4-Nf6 
9 Qf3 Bb7 =. 


(tr) Also good is 9 c4 Bb7 10 Nc3 Ne7 11 Qe2 c6 12 Rd1 Qc7 13 Be3 Ng6 
14 Raci +, Fischer—Johannessen, Havana Ol. 1966. 


(s) 13 Rxf4 g5 14 Qh5t Kd7 15 Rxf6 +, Arnason—Agdestein, Gausdal 1987; after 
15 ... gxh4 White has a strong attack for the piece. 


(t) 8...£6 9 Nh4 will usually transpose into the previous column since Black 
will eventually have to take on b3. 


(u) (A) 8... c5? 9 Bd5! (B) 8... Nxb3 9 axb3 Bb7 10 Re1 g6 11 Nc3 Bg7 12 Qd3 
Ne7 13 Bg5 +, Kotronias—Stein, Gausdal 1990. 


(v) 9... c5 10 Bd5! Bxds 11 exd5 cxd4 12 Qe1t Qe7 13 Bxad +, Smyslov-Evans, 
Havana 1964. 


(w) 13 Nxb7 Rxb7 14 Qf3 Qc8 15 Nc3 +, Smagin—Kupreichik, Minsk 1985. 
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RUY LOPEZ 
Fifth-Move Variants 
1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nfé 


31 32 33 34 35 36 
5 OO ce heeeidhas see eaeeeisaniases 62 iced Nc3.......... d3(p) 
Be7......0005 dé b5(j) b5(m) d6 
6 Rel COp2eteeiteess Re1(g) Bb3 Bb3 c3(q) 
d6 Bd7(d) b5 Be7(k) Be7(n) g6! 
7 c3(a) d4 Bb3 c3 d3 Nbd2 
Bg4 Qe7(e) Na5 ds! d6 Bg7 
8 d3(b) Rel d4 d3 Nd5 0-0 
0-0 g6 Nxb3 0-0 Na5 0-0 
9 Nbd2 Nhbd2 axb3 Bg5 Nxe7 Rel 
Res Bg7 Bb7(h) dxe4. Qxe7 Re8(r) 
10 Nfl Nf1 Bg5 dxe4 0-0 Nf1 
Bfs 0-0 hé Nd7 0-0 Bd7 
11 h3 Bg5 Bh4 Be3 Bg5 Ng3 
Bd7 hé g5 Na5 hé bs 
12 Ng Bh4 Bg3 Bc2 Bh4 Bb3 
g6(c) Qes(f) Nxe4(i) NcA(]) g5(o) Nabd(s) 


(a) 7 Bxc6t bxc6 8 d4 exd4 9 Nxd4 Bd7 10 Qf3 0-0 11 Nc3 Re8 12 h3 (12 b3 d5!; 
12 Bf4 !?) 12... h6 13 Bd2 Nh7 14 Rad1 Bf6 =, Hamdouchi—Adams, Tripoli 
2004, 


(b) 8 h3 Bh5 9 Bxc6t! (9 d3 Qd7 10 Nbd2 g5! mixes things up, Kots—Spassky, 
USSR 1961) 9... bxc6 10 d4 exd4 11 cxd4 0-0 12 Nc3 Re8 13 Bf4 is also 
somewhat better for White, Tal-Kuijpers, Moscow 1963. 


(c) 13 d4Bg7 14 a3 +, Gufeld—A. Petrosian, USSR 1979. 
(d) 6... Nxe4 7 d4 gives Black more than a pawn’s worth of problems. 


(e) (A) 7... Be7 8 Rel 00 9 Nbd2 Re8 10 Nf1 h6 11 Ng3 =, Tal—Rellstab, Hast- 
ings 1973/74. (B) 7... g6 8 Re1 b5 9 Bb3 Bg7 10 Bgs +. 


(f) Or 12... Rfe8 13 dxe5 dxe5 14 Ne3 +. After 12...Qe8 13 Bc2 Nh5 14 Ne3 
Ne7 15 Qd2 f6 16 h3 Be6 17 c4 Rd8 18 b4 White is slightly better, Ribli- 
Kavalek, Amsterdam 1973. 


(g) 6 Bxc6t is again a good alternative—6 . . . bxc6 7d4 Nxe4 (7... exd4 8 Nxd4 
c5 9 Nf3 Be7 10 Nc3 +, Smyslov—Botvinnik, World Chp. 1954) 8 dxe5 d5 
9 Nbd2 Nxd2 10 Bxd2 Bg4 11 h3 Bhd 12 Re1 Bcd 13 b4 Bbé 14 e6 =, Bellin— 
Bisguier, Hastings 1975/76. 
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(h) (A) 9... Nd7 10 dxe5 Nxe5 11 Nd4 Bb7 12 Nc3 Be7 13 Nd5 0-0 =, Dox- 
Winants, Belgian Chp. 2006, but 10 c4 looks better. (B) 9...exd4 10 Nxd4 
Bd7 11 e5 dxe5 12 Rxe5t Be7 13 Qe2! cS 14 Nf3 Be6 15 Bgs +, Hiibner— 
Kavalek, Tilburg 1980. 


(i) 13 Nxe5! dxe5 14 Bxe5 f6 15 Qh5t Kd7 16 Qg4t Ke8 17 Nc3 fxe5 18 Nxe4 
Bxe4 19 Qxe4 with good play for the piece (Hort). 


(j) Equally good is 5... Bc5 6 0-0 0-0 7 c3 d6 8 Rd1 Bd7 9 Bc2 Ba7 =, Shkuran— 
Ivanchuk, Ukraine 2004. 


(k) Also6...Bc5 7 a4 Rb8 8 axb5 axbs 9 d3 d6 10 Be3 Bg4 11 h3 Bhs 12 Nbd2 
0-0 =, Alekhine—Duras, St. Petersburg 1913. 


(1) 13 Bc1 Bb7 14 Nbd2 Nxd2 15 Bxd2 c5 =, Tiviakov-Adams, Groningen 1997. 


(m) 5... Bc5 can be played since on 6 Bxc6 dxc6 7 Nxe5 both 7... Bxf2t 8 Kxf2 
Qd4t and 7... Qd4 8 Nd3 Ba7 are fine for Black. See 5 0-0 Bc5 for comparison. 


(n) 6...Bc5 7 Nxe5 Nxe5 8 d4 Bd6 9 dxe5 Bxe5 10 f4 Bxc3t 11 bxc3 Bb7 12 e5 
Ne4 13 0-0 d5 14 Qg4 Qe7! =, Bisguier—Turner, New York 1955. 


(o) 13 Bg3 Bg4 14 h3 Bh5 =, Benjamin—Kaidanov, U.S. Chp. 1997. 


(p) Black has no problems with either (A) 5 Bxc6 dxc6 6 d3 Bd6 7 Nbd2 Be6 8 Qe2 
Nh5 9 Ne4 Bxc4 10 dxc4 Qf6 =, Flochr—Reshevsky, Kemeri 1937, or (B) 5 d4 
exd4 6 e5 Ne4 7 0-0 Nc5 =, Morphy—Léwenthal, London 1858. 


(q) The old Duras line is 6 c4 g6 7 d4 exd4 8 Nxd4 Bd7 9 Nxc6 bxc6 10 0-0 Bg7 
11 c5 0-0 12 Nc3 Qe7 13 cxd6 cxd6 14 £3 d5 =, Duras—Cohn, Carlsbad 1911. 


(rt) 9...Nd7 10 Nf1 Ned 11 Bce2 Ne6 is also about equal, Zulfugari-Mamedyarov, 
Dubai 2003. 


(s) 13 Be2 c5 14 d4 exd4 15 cxd4 exd4 16 Nxd4 Nc6 =, Grischuk—Adams, Inter- 
net 2004, 
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RUY LOPEZ 
Sixth-Move Variants 
1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nf 5 0-0 Be7 


37 38 39 40 41 42 
6 Qe2 (Worrall Attack)  d4...(Center Variation) Bxc6(p) Exchange 
b5(a) exd4(j) dxc6 Variation 
Deferred 
7 Bb3 R@4.2e4 e2scve e5 (6 5 eee Qe1(u) 
0-0(b) b5(k) Ne4 Nd7(q) c5! 
8 c3(c) e5(1) Nxd4 Nbd2 Nxe5 
(cL eee eA d6 Nxe5 Nxd4(n) 0-0 Qd4 
9 d3 Rd1(g) Rxe5 Qxd4 Nec4(r) Nf3 
Bb7(d) Na5d(h) d6 Nc5 f6(s) Qxe4 
10 Bg5(e) Bc2 Rei Ne3 Nh4 Qxe4 
Na5d! c5 bxa4 0-0 Ncd5 Nxe4 
11 + Be2 d4 Nxd4 Bg5 Qf Re1 
Naz! Qc7 Bd7 Bxg5 Rf7 Nf6(v) 
12  Bxe7 d5 Qf3 Qxc5 Nf5 d4 
Qxe7 Bd7 0-0 Be7 Bf8 Be6 
13 Nbd2 Nbd2 Nc3 Qe3 Be3 dxch 
c5(f) c4(i) Re&(m) d5(o) Ne6(t) Bxc5(w) 


(a) (A) 6... d6 7 c3 0-0 8 d4 Bd7 9 Bb3 Bg4 10 Rd1 Nd7 11 d5 , Zarnicki- 
Bologan, Buenos Aires 2000. (B) 6... Bd6 7 c3 0-0 8 d4 Bd7 9 Rd1? Nxd4! 
10 exd4 Bxa4 +, Lasker—Willigerode, simul 1909. White can gain an edge 
though with 9 dxe5 Nxe5 10 Bxd7. 


(b) Black found a tricky equalizing line in Tiviakov—Ibragimov, USSR 1991— 
7...d6 8 a4 Bg4 9 c3 0-0 10 h3 Nad! 11 Be2 Be6 12 axb5 axb5 13 d4 Bc4 
14 Bd3 Bxd3 15 Qxd3 Nc4 16 Rxa8 Qxa8 17 b3 Qa2! draw agreed. 


(c) 8 a4 Rb8 9 axb5 axb5 10 Nc3 dé! 11 h3 Bd7 =, Treybal—Alekhine, Pistyan 
1922. 


(d) The older line is also all right—9 .. . Re8 10 Re1 Bb7 11 Nbd2 Qd7 12 Nf1 
Rad8 13 Bg5 Nad 14 Bc2 dxe4 15 dxe4 Nc4 =, Keres—Geller, Budapest 1952. 


(e) (A) 10 Nbd2 Re8 11 a3 Bf8 12 Rd1 Nb8! 13 Nfi Nbd7 =, J. Polgar—Grischuk, 
Russia vs. The World 2002. (B) 10 Radi Re8 11 Nbd2 Bf8 12 Nf1 h6 13 a3 
Nbs =, Anand—Ehlvest, Riga 1995. 


(f) 14 exd5 Bxd5 15 Rfe1 Rae8 16 d4 cxd4 17 cxd4 Nc6 leaves Black with at least 
even chances, Vidarsson—Hector, Reykjavik 1998. 


(g) 9 d4 Bg4 10 Rd1 exd4 11 cxd4 d5 12 e5 Ne4 13 Nc3 Nxc3 14 bxc3 Qd7 =, 
Feige—van Riemsdijk, Argentina 1997. 


70 


(h) 9... Bg4 10 h3 Bh5 11 d3 a5 12 Nbd2 a4 13 Bc2 b4 14 g4 Bg6 15 Nfl Nd7 
16 Ng3 +, Mamedov-Kostintseva, Aeroflot Open 2007. A good alternative 
though is 9... Be6. 


(i) 14 Nf1 Nb7 15 Ng3 Rfe8 16 h3 Nc5 17 Be3 Rabs =, Short—Piket, Wijk aan Zee 
1997. 


(j) (A) 6... b5 7 Bb3 d6 8 c3 Bg4 9 Be3 0-0 10 d5 Nad 11 Be2 Nce4 12 Bei + 
Rodriguez Guerrero—Campora, Dos Hermanas 2005. (B) 6... Nxe4 7 Re1 b5 
(7...£5 8 dxe5 +) 8 Rxe4 d5 9 Nxe5! Nxe5 10 Rxe5 bxa5 11 c4 +, 
Smirin—Piket, Wijk aan Zee 1994. 


(k) 7...0-0 8 e5 Ne8 (8...Nd5 9 Bb3 Nb6 10 c3 ~) 9 c3 dxc3 10 Nxc3 d6 
11 exd6 Nxd6 12 Nd5 Re® is also equal, P. Cramling—Korchnoi, London 1982. 


(1) 8 Bb3 d6é 9 Bd5 Nxd5 (9... Bb7 10 Nxd4 Nxd5 11 Nxc6! Bxc6 12 exd5 +) 
10 exd5 Ned 11 Nxd4 0-0 12 Nc3 Re8 =, Timman-Spassky, match 1983. 


(m) 14 Nc6 Bxc6 15 Qxc6 a3 16 b3 Ng4 =, Robak—Romanov, Russia 2001. 


(n) Equally satisfactory is 8... 0-0 9 Nf5 d5 10 Bxc6 bxc6 11 Nxe7t Qxe7 12 Rel 
{6 =. 


(o) 14 Rad1 c6 15 Ne2 Qa5 16 Bb3 Bg4 =, Honfi—Krogius, Hamburg 1965. 


(p) The moves 6 Nc3 and 6 d3 (both solid but unambitious) are covered under 
Fifth-Move Variants. 


(q) 7... Qd6 has been regularly used by Karpov, e.g. 8 Nbd2 Be6 9 b3 c5 10 Nc4 
Bxe4 11 dxc4 Qxd1 12 Rxd1 Nd7 =, Hjartarson—Karpov, match 1989. 


(rt) 9 b3 £6 10 Bb2 Nc5 11 d4 exd4 12 Nxd4Re8 13 Qe2 Ne6 14 Nf5 Bfs leaves 
Black with a solid game, Nijboer—van der Wiel, Dutch Chp. 1994. 


(s) 9... Bf6?! 10 b3 Re8 11 Bb2 c5 12 h3 b5 13 Ne3 Nb6 14 a4 +, Benko— 
Rossolimo, U.S. Chp. 1968. 


(t) Chances are equal, A. Ivanov—Shabalov, Virginia Beach 2002. The game con- 
tinued 14 h4?! b5 15 Nd2 c5 16 Qg3 Kh8 =. 


(u) 7 Qe2 Bg4 8 h3 Bhd 9 d3 (9 g4 Bg6 10 Nxe5 Bxe4 11 g5? Rg8! 12 d3 Bfs +, 
McDonald—Wells, London 1998) 9... Nd7 10 Be3 (10 Nbd2 Bg5! =) 10... 0-0 
11 Nbd2 Re8 12 Rfe1 Bf8 13 Nf1 with perhaps a slight edge, G. Hernandez— 
Fernandez Garcia, Zaragoza 1996. 


(v) Black got into trouble in Christiansen—Nunn, Germany 1989 after 11... Nd6 
12 Nc3 Kd8 13 d4‘c4 14 Bf4 Re8 15 b3 cxb3 16 axb3 + Bg4?! 17 Ned Bf5 
18 Nd5! Bxc2? 19 Rac1 Bxb3 20 Nxf7t! Resigns, as 20... Nxf7 21 Bxc7t Kd7 
22 Nb6 is mate. 


(w) 14 Be3 Bxe3 15 Rxe3 0-0-0 =, Blatny—Ehlvest, New York (rapid) 2003. 
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RUY LOPEZ 


Open Variation 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nf6 5 0-0 Nxe4 
6 d4 b5 7 Bb3 d5 8 dxe5 Be6 


43 44 45 46 47 48 
ND 2 sissies chtaas veonadareseeehfaend cctioas c3 
Nc5(a) Be5 
c3 Nbd2(m) 
4 cisacraiaiececnisea taadeaa Bg4(i) 0-0 

(Dilworth 

Bxe6 ........ Ng5 Bc2 Bc2 Attack) 
Nxe6 Qxg5(f) Be7(j) BES v.ceeeeeee ED vccivewdaass Nxf2 
cxd4 Qi3 Rel Nb3 Nb3(r) Rxf2 
Nexd4 0-0-0(g) Qd7(k) Bg6(n) Bb6 {6 
a4(b) Bxe6t Nf1 Nfd4 Nfd4 exf6 
Bc5(c) fxe6 Rd8 Bxd4 Nxd4 Bxf2t(u) 
Ne4 Qxc6 Ne3 cxd4(o) Nxd4 Kxf2 
Bb6(d) Qxe5 Bhs a5 Bxd4(s) Qxf6 
Nig5 b4 b4 Be3 Qxd4! Nf1 
Qd5 Qds! Ne6 a4 c5 Ne5 
Rei Qxd5 g4 Nd2(p) Qd1 Be3 
0-0 exd5 Bgé a3 hé Rae8 
Qd3 bxe5 Nf5 Nxe4 f3 Bc5(v) 
Nxg5(e) dxc3(h) 0-0(1) axb2(q) Neg5(t) Nxf3(w) 


(a) There are two serious alternatives: (A) 9... Bc5, which gets a slightly worse 


ending after 10 Nxe4 dxe4 11 Bxe6 Qxd1 12 Rxd1 fxe6 13 Ng5 0-0 14 Nxe4 
Bb6 15 Kf1, Kovacevic—Todorovic, Serbian Chp. 2006. (B) 9... Be7 10 Nxe4 
dxe4 11 Bxe6 fxe6 12 Ng5 Qd5!? 13 Qh5t g6 14 Qg4 Bxgs 15 Bxgs Nxed 
16 Qg3 Nf7 17 Bf6 0-0 =, Z. Almasi—I. Sokolov, Bundesliga 2005. This new 
concept with 12 ...Qd5 may prove to be a solid defense. 


(b) (A) The alder line is 13 Ne4 Be7 14 Be3 Nf5 15 Qc2 0-0 16 Rad1 Nxe3 17 fxe3 


Qc8, which is an equal position, e.g. 18 Rd3 c5 19 Nd6 Qb8 20 Rfd1 Ra7 =, 
Hiibner—Hort, Wijk aan Zee 1986. (B) 18 Nxd4 Qxd4 14 Qf3 Rd8 15 Qc6t Qd7 
16 Qxa6 Qd5 =. 


(c) (A) 18... Bb4 14 axbs Nxf3t (better seems 14... Nxb5 15 Qa4 Be7 +, Svidler— 


I. Sokolov, Wijk aan Zee 2005) 15 Nxf3 axb5 16 Rxa8 Qxa8 17 Ng5 Qc6 18 Qg4 
Qe4 19 Qf5 +, Kramnik-Shirov, Melody Amber (rapid) 2005. (B) 13... Be7 
(13... Rb8 14 axb5 axb5 15 Ne4 +) 14 Nxd4 Qxd4 (14...Nxd4 15 Ne4 0-0 
16 axb5 Nxb5 17 Bea +) 15 axb5 Qxe5 16 bxa6 0-0 17 Qg4 Qb5 18 Qc4 Rfb8 
19 Ra2 and Black has trouble recovering the pawn, de Firmian—Timman, Biel 
1995. 
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(d) 14... 0-0 15 Nxc5 Nxf3t 16 Qxf3 Nxc5 17 axb5 axb5 18 Bg5 Rxa1 19 Bxd8 +, 
Topalov—Anand, Dos Hermanas 1996. 


(e) 18 Nxg5 g6 19 Ne4 Qxed 20 Bg5 Qf5 21 Be7 Rfc8 22 a5 Ba7 23 Qd2 Ne6 24 Ra3 
with the attack, Hracek—Gyimesi, Croation League 2004. 


(f) Black has two serious alternatives: (A) 11... dxc3 12 Nxe6 fxe6 13 bxc3 Qd3 
was tested in the 1995 World Championship. Kasparov—Anand, game 10, con- 
tinued brilliantly 14 Bc2! Qxc3 15 Nb3! Nxb3 16 Bxb3 Nd4 (16...Qxai 
17 Qh5t g6 18 Qf3 Nd8 19 Rd1 +) 17 Qe4 Qxal 18 Bxe6 Rd8 19 Bh6! Qc3 
20 Bxg7 Qd3 21 Bxh8 Qg6 22 Bf6é with a winning position. (B) 11... Bd5 
12 Nxf7! Kxf7 13 Qf3t Ke6 14 Qe4t Kf7 15 Qf5t Ke7 16 e6 Bxe6 17 Re1 Qd6 
18 Bxe6 Nxe6 19 Ne4 Qed 20 Bg5t Kd7 21 Nc5t Bxc5 22 Qf7t Kd6 23 Be7t 
Resigns, J. Polgar-Mamedyarov, Bled Ol. 2002. 


(g) 12... Bd7?! 13 Bxf7t Ke7 14 Bd5 Nxe5 15 Qe2 d3 16 Qe c6 17 £4 Qh6 18 Bf3 
Kd8 19 fxe5 +, Wolff—Flear, London 1990. 


(h) A sharp endgame has arisen in which Black has advanced passed d- and 
c-pawns for a knight. Shirov—Anand, rapid match 2004, continued 18 Nb3 d4 
19 Ba3 g6 20 Bb4 Bg7 = 


@ (A) 10... Be7 11 Bc2 Be4 is just a transposition of moves, (B) 10... Nxb3 
11 Nxb3 Be7 12 Nfd4! Nxd4 (12... Nxe5 13 Re1 Ng6 14 Nxe6 fxe6 15 Nd4 +, 
Kuzmin—Beliavsky, USSR Chp. 1977) 13 cxd4 0-0 14 Bd2 f6 15 exf6 Bxf6é 
16 Bf4 +. 


(j) (A) 11... Qd7 12 Re1 d4 13 Nb3?! dxc3 14 Qxd7+ Bxd7 15 bxc3 Nd8 =, 
Leko—Anand, Linares 1999, but White should play 13 h3 so that 13... Bh5 
14 Nb3 improves the variation. (B) 11 ... Ne6 12 Re1 Bc5 13 Nf1 Bh5 14 Ng3 
Bg6 15 h4 0-0?! (15... Bxc2 +) 16 Bb3 h6 17 h5 Bh7 18 Bxd5 +, Z. Almasi— 
Yusupov, Ubeda 1997. 


(k) 12... 0-013 Nfi Re8 14 h3 Bh5 15 Ng3 Bg6 16 Nfs Ne4 17 Nxe7+t Rxe7 18 Bf4 
Qd7 19 Nh4 Nc5 20 Nxg6 hxg6 21 Be3 Ne6 22 £4 d4 23 Be4 Rad8 24 Bf2! Ree8 
(24...Nxf4 25 Qf3 Nd5 26 cxd4 +) 25 Qg4 Ne7 26 Radi +, Svidler— 
Adianto, Groningen 1997, 


Ql) Or 17...h5 18 h3 +. After 17...0-0 18 a4 d4 19 axb5 axb5 20 Be4 Rfe8 
21 Qd3 Nb8 22 cxd4 White has a spatial advantage, Haba—Marin, Budapest 
1993. 


(m) 10 Qd3 merits serious attention. 10... 0-0 11 Nbd2 (11 Be3 f6! 12 exfé Qxfé 
13 Nbd2 [13 Bxd5 Rad8 =) 13... Bxe3 14 Qxe3 Nxd2 15 Qxd2 Rad8 =, Kam- 
sky—Anand, Las Palmas 1995) 11... £5 12 exf6 Nxf6 13 a4 Rb8 14 axb5 axb5 

“45 Ng5 (15 Ra6 Bb6 -) 15... Ned 16 Qg3 Qd6 17 Bc2 Bd7 18 Nb3 Bb6 19 Bf4 
(19 Nd4 h6 20 Bf4 Bxd4! 21 cxd4 Nh5b =, A. Sokolov—Sulkis, Geneva 1998) 
19... Rbe8 20 Nd4 Nh5 21 Bxe5 Rxe5 22 Bxh7t Kh8 23 Qh4 g6 with roughly 
equa] chances in this complex position, A. Sokolov-Timman, Reykjavik 1988. 


(n) White gets a better ending after 12... Bg4 13 h3 Bhd (13... Bxf3 14 gxf3! +) 
14 g4 Bp6 15 Bxe4 dxe4 16 Nxc5 exf3 17 Bf4 Qxd1 18 Raxd1 Nd8 19 Rd7 +, 
Karpov—Korchnoi, World Chp. (G24) 1978. 


(0) 14 Nxd4 Qd7 15 f4 Nxd4 16 cxd4 f6 17 Be3 fxe5 18 fxe5 Rxf1t 19 Qxf1 Rf8 =, 
Leko—Korchnoi, Leon 1994. 
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(p) 16 Nc1 a3 17 b3 f6 18 Nd3 fxe5 19 Nxe5 Nxe5 20 Bxe4 dxe4 =, Ivanchuk— 
Timman, Riga 1995. 


(q) 18 Rb1 Bxe4 19 Rxb2 Qd7 20 Bd3! Bxd3 21 Qxd3 Rfb8 22 Rfb1 +, Vasquez— 
Golod, Dos Hermanas 2002. 


(r) Leading only to equality is 12 exf6 Nxf6 13 Nb3 Bb6 14 Ng5 Qd7 15 Nxe6 
Qxe6 16 Nd4 Nxd4 17 cxd4 Re8 = (Larsen). 


(s) 14...Qd7 15 £3 Nc5 16 Khi Nb7 17 Be3 +, Stein—Keres, Moscow 1967. 


(t) 18 Be3 Rc8 19 Qd2 a5 20 Rad1 Qe7 21 Bb1 Kh8 22 Rfe1 +, Short—Timman, 
match 1993. 


(u) Taking the rook immediately is better than 13... Qxf6?! 14 Qf1! Bg4.15 h3 
Bh5 16 Nd4 +. 


(v) 17 Kgi Nxf3t 18 gxf3 Qxf3 19 Qxf3 Rxf3 20 Bf2 Bh3 is a roughly even ending, 
Aseev—Leko, Moscow 1995. 


(w) 18 gxf3 Rf7 19 Ng3 Bg4 20 Kgi Qxf3 21 Qxf3 Rxf3 =, Del Rio—Baron Rodriguez, 
Spanish Chp. 2004. 
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RUY LOPEZ 


Open Variation 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Bad Nf6 5 0-0 Nxe4 
6 d4 b5 7 Bb3 d5 8 dxe5 Be6 9 c3 Be7(a) 


49 50 51. 52 53 54 
10 Nbd2.............cceeeee eee Be3(b)sieidseueeevueeves B62 wiviideceis Re1(r) 
0-0(b) NoB........0s 0-0(1) 0-0(0) 0-0 
11 Qe2 ee ccxee. Bc2 Bc2 Nbd2 Qe2 Nd4 
Nc5(c) f5 Nd7{i) Qd7 Qd7 Nxe5!(s) 
12 Nd4 Nb3 Re1 Re1(m) Nd4(p) £3 
Qd7(d) Qd7 Ndxe5 Nxd2 f5 Bde: . 
13 Be2 Re1(f) Nxe5 Qxd2 f3 fxe4 
f6 Rad8 Nxe5 Nad Ng5 Bga(t) 
14 «©~b4 Qe2 Bd4 Bg5 Be3 Qd2 
Na4 Rfe8s Neg6(j) c5 f4 Qh4 
15 N2f3 Nfd4 Bxg7 Bc2 Bf2 h3 
Nxd4 Nxd4 Rg8 Nc4 Bf7 c5 
16 Nxd4 Nxd4 Bxg6 Qf4 Nd2 Qf2 
c5 c5 Rxg7 Rfe8 Ne6 Qh5 
17 ~—exf6 Nxe6 Rxe6 Bf6é N2b3 Re3 


Rxf6(e) Qxe6(g) hxg6(k) Qd8!(n) Bg6(q) dxe4(u) 


(a) 9... Nc5 10 Bc2 Bg4 11 Nbd2 transposes into column 45. 


(b) 10... Nc5 11 Bc2 d4 12 Ne4 d3 13 Nxc5 dxc2 14 Qxd8t Rxd8 15 Nxe6 fxe6 
16 Be3 Rd5 17 Racl Nxe5 18 Nxe5 Rxe5 19 Rxc2 Kf7 20 c4 b4 21 Rd1 Rd8 
22 Rxd8 Bxd8 23 Kf1 Bg5 24 Ba7! +, Xie Jun—Zsu. Polgar, Women’s World 
Chp. 1996. This slightly worse ending may be Black’s best choice. 


(c) 11... Nxd2 12 Qxd2 Nad 13 Bc2 Nc4 14 Qd3 g6 15 Bh6 gave White strong 
kingside play in Tal—Korchnoi, USSR 1955. 


(d) 12... Nxb3 13 N2xb3 (13 Nxc6! Nxc1 14 Raxcl +) 13... Nxd4 14 cxd4 c5!? 
15 Nxc5 Bxc5 16 dxc5 d4 with counterplay, Svidler—I. Sokolov, French 
League 2006. 


(e) 18 Nxe6 Qxe6 19 Qd3 Rg6 20 Bf4 Rf8 21 Rae1 with strong play on the light 
squares, Short—Unzicker, Germany 1988. 


(f) More straightforward is 13 Nfd4 Nxd4 14 Nxd4 ¢5 15 Nxe6 Qxe6 16 {3 Ng5 
17 a4 +, Karjakin—Carlsen, Wijk aan Zee 2007, though some players are happy 
with Black’s position. 


(g) 18 £3 Ng5 19 a4 +, Nunn—Wedberg, Novi Sad OL 1990. 
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(h) This position is often reached by the order of moves 9 Be3 Be7 10 c3 in order 
to avoid 9 c3 Bc5. 


(i) 11... Bg4 12 Nbd2 Ne6 13 Qb1! Bh5 14 b4 Qd7 15 a4 Rb8 16 axb5 axb5 
17 Bf =. 


(j) 14... Nc6 15 Bxg7 Re8 16 Qh5 Kd7 17 Bhé Bc5 18 Be3 Bxe3 19 Rxe3 Regs =, 
Al Modlahki-Smerdon, Gibraltar 2007. 


(k) 18 Re2 Kf8 19 a4 b4 with nearly equality, Kotronias—Howell, Rilton Cup 2007. 


(1) (A) 10... Qd7 11 Nbd2 Rd8 12 Re1 0-0 13 Bc2 Bf5 14 Nxe4 Bxe4 15 Bxe4 
dxe4 16 Qxd7 Rxd7 17 e6! fxe6 18 Nd2 with the better endgame, Kotronias— 
Lirindzakis, Greece 1997. (B) 10...Na5 11 Nd4 0-0 12 Nd2 Nxd2 13 Qxd2 
Nec4 14 Bxc4 dxc4 15 £4 Bd5 16 Rad1 +, Unzicker—Euwe, Dubrovnik Ol. 1950. 


(m) 12 Bc2 £5 13 exf6 Nxf6 14 Qb1 Khé 15 Ng5?! Ng4! 16 Nxh7 Rf5 and the knight 
on h7 is stranded, Ganguly—P.H. Nielsen, Tripoli 2004. 


(n) Stopping the attack, Kamsky—Carlsen, Turin Ol. 2006. The game continued 
18 b3 Na3 19 Bxe7 Qxe7 20 Bf5 =. 16 Qd3 may improve. 


(o) 10... Bg4 11 h3 Bxf3 (11... Bh5 12 g4 Be6 13 Bb3 +, Fischer—Olafsson, Ha- 
vana O]. 1966) 12 gxf3 Nc5 13 f4 Qd7 14 Qf3 +, J. Polgar—Hiibner, Munich 
1991. 


(p) 12 Rd1 £5 13 Nbd2 Kh8 14 Nb3 Bf7 15 Nbd4 Bh5 =, Tal-Keres, Moscow 1966. 
(q) 18 Bxg6 hxg6 19 Rfe1 Ncxd4 20 cxd4 a5 =, R: Byrne—Unzicker, Hastings 1971. 


(r) 10 Qe2 Nc5 11 Bc2 d4 12 Rd1 Bc4 13 Qe1 d3 14 Na3 Qc8 15 Bb1 Bd5 16 Bxd3 
Bxf3 17 gxf3 Nxd3 18 Rxd3 Qf5! and Black stands well (Euwe). 


(s) 11... Qe8 12 £3 Nc5 13 Bc2 Qd7 14 Nd2 +, Dorfman—Tkachiev, Clermont 
Ferrand 2003. The old continuation is sharper. 


(t) 13... Qh4!? 14 Rf1 Ng4 15 h3 Qg3 16 hxg4 dxe4 F, Jaracz—Krasenkow, Pol- 
ish Chp. 2001. 


(u) 18 hxg4 Nxg4 19 Rh3 Qxh3 20 Qxf7t Rxf7 21 Bxf7t Kxf7 22 gxh3 cxd4 
23 hxg4 Bc5 draw agreed, Teichmann—Johner, Breslau 1913. 
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RUY LOPEZ 
Open Variation 
1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nf6 5 0-0 Nxe4 6 d4(a) 


55 56 57 58 59 60 
DB ieic iii seals Sa ces ea aie esos Beka Sas eet anseaeees exd4 
7  Bb3 Rel 
d5 d5 
8 OXGD vaso tees odoin deaueanseitaelag il able ce Mes danaedegad Nxe5(o) Nxd4(q) 
Be6 Nxe5 Bd6 
OMB dices Qe2 (Howell Attack).....Be3(k)  dxe5 Nxc6 
Ned BO7 tsvviiosss Bc5 Nc5(I) c6(p) Bxh2t 
10 Bc2 Rd1i(e) Be3 (i) Nc3(m) Be3 Khi1! 
Bg4 0-0(f) Ne7(j) Nxb3 Be7 Qh4 
11 Rel c4 Nbd2 cxb3 Nd2 Rxe4t 
d4?!(b) bxc4 Bxe3 Be7 Nxd2 dxe4. 
12 h3 Bxc4 Qxe3 Re1 Qxd2 Qdst 
Bh5 Bc5(g) Nxd2 Qd7 0-0 Qxds 
13 e6! Be3 Qxd2 h3 Qc3 Nxd8t 
fxe6(c) Bxe3 c5 0-0 Bb7 Kxd8 
14 cxd4 Qxe3 c3 Ne2 £4 Kxh2 
Bxf3 Qbs Qd7 £6 a5 Be6 
15 Qxf3 Bb3 Rad1 exf6 a3 Be3 
Nxd4(d)  Na5d(h) h6é = Rxf6(n) b4= f5(r) 


(a) Black gains easy equality after 6 Rei?! Nc5 7 Bxc6 (7 Nxe5 Nxe5 8 Rxe5t 
Be7 =) 7... dxc6 8 Nxe5 Be7 9 d4 Ne6G 10 Be3 0-0 11 Nc3 f6 12 Nf3 Red =, 
Soler—Mitchell, England 1932. 


(b) (A) 11... Be7 12 Nbd2 transposes into column 45 (this is probably Black’s 
best choice now). (B) 11... Qd7 12 Nbd2 Rd8 13 Nb3 Be7 14 Nxc5 Bxc5 
15 Qd3 +, Petrosian—Kochiev, Riga 1973, 


(c) 13... Nxe6 14 Be4 +, Gutkins—Klavens, USSR 1968. 


(d) 16 Qh5t+ g6 17 Bxg6t hxg6 18 Qxh8 Nc2 19 Bh6! with a winning advantage, 
Unzicker-Lehmann, Berlin 1953. 


{e) Aggressive, but speculative is 10 c4 bxc4 11 Ba4 Bd7 12 Nc3 Ncd 13 e6 fxe6 
14 Bxc6 Bxc6 15 Ne5 Qd6 16 Qh5t g6 17 Nxg6 hxg6 18 Qxh8t Kd7 19 Qg7 d4 
with ample compensation for the exchange, Abrosin—Radchenko, USSR 1954. 


(f) White gains an edge after 10...Nc5 11 c4 d4 (11... bxc4 12 Bxc4 0-0 
13 Ne3 +) 12 cxb5 d3 (12 ... Nxb3 13 axb3 axb5 14 Rxa8 Qxa8 15 Bg5 Bxb3 
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16 Re1 Bxg5 17 Nxg5 h6é 18 Nd2! +, A. Rodriguez—Agzamov, Cienfuegos 1984) 
13 Qf1 Nxb3 14 axb3 Nb4 15 Bd2 Nc2 16 Rxa6 Rxa6 17 bxa6 Bxb3 18 Bg5! Bc4 
(18 ... Bxg5 19 Rxd3) 19 Bxe7 Qxe7 20 a7 0-0 21 Nbdz +, Greenfeld—Pernik, 
Israel 1983. 


(g) 12... Qd7 13 Nc3 Nxc3 14 bxc3 f6 15 exf6 Bxf6 16 Ng5 Bxg5 17 Bxg5 Rae8 
(Sivandan—Koneru, India 2006); 18 Bb3 + as White’s bishops provide some 
initiative. 


(h) 16 Nbd2 Qa7 17 Qxa7 Rxa7 18 Raci1 c5 19 Nxe4 Nxb3 =, Visser—S. Ernst, 
Dutch Chp. 2005. 


(i) White gets very little from 10 Nbd2 Nxd2 11 Bxd2 0-0 12 Rad1 Ne7 13 c3 Qay, 
Kindermann—Slobodjan, Nussloch 1996. 


(j) 10...0-0 11 Rd1 Bxe3 12 Qxe3 Na5 13 Nbd2 Nxd2 14 Rxd2 c6 15 c3 Qc7 
16 Re1 +, Kotronias-Mamedyarov, Warsaw 2005. 


(k) Black has no trouble after 9 a4 b4 10 a5 Nc5 11 Bg5 Qd7 12 Nbd2 h6é 13 Bh4 
Be7 14 Bxe7 Qxe7 =, Ljubojevié—Hjartarson, Amsterdam 1991. 


(1) (A) 9...Be7 10 c3 transposes into column 51. (B) 9... Bc5 10 Qd3 0-0 
11 Nc3 Nb4 12 Qe2 Nxc3 13 bxc3 Bxe3 14 Qxe3 Nc6 15 a4 Na5 16 axb5 axb5 
17 Nd4 Qe8 18-£4 c5! =, Kasparov—Kramnik, Botvinnik Mem. 2001. 


(m) 10 c3 Nxb3 11 axb3 Be7 12 Nbd2 0-0 13 b4 d4 14 Nxd4 Nxd4 15 Bxd4 Bxb4 
16 Ne4 also gives White an edge, Bronstein—Sorokon, Argentina 1996. 


(n) 16 Ned4 Nxd4 17 Bxd4 Rf5 18 Ne5 +, Ponomariov—Korchnoi, Donetsk 2001. 


(o) 8 a4 Nxd4 9 Nxd4 exd4 10 axb5 Bc5 11 c3 0-0 12 cxd4 Bb6 13 Nc3 Bb7 =, 
Lasker—Schlechter, World Chp. 1910. 


(p) Now 9 ... Be6 10 c3 Bc5 11 Qez 0-0 12 Be3 is good for White (Keres). The col- 
umn is Fischer—Addison, U.S. Chp. 1966. 


(q) White may prefer the simpler line 8 Bg5 Be7 9 Bxe7 Qxe7 10 Nxd4 0-0 
11 Bxc6 bxc6 12 £3 c5 13 Nc6 Qd6 14 Qxd5! Nf6 15 Qxd6 with a good 
endgame, Karastoichev—Paskalev, Silven 1961. 


(rt) 16 Nc3 Ke7 17 g4! with an endgame edge, Capablanca—Ed. Lasker, New York 
1915. 
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RUY LOPEZ MAIN LINES— 
CLOSED VARIATIONS AND 
THE MARSHALL ATTACK 


e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nf6 5 0-0 Be7 6 Re1 b5 7 Bb3 is one 
of the most theoretically investigated positions in all of chess. The 

positions are strategically involved and both sides are able to de- 
velop and build their positions toward a tense and dynamic middlegame. 
The end of this subchapter comprises the Marshall Attack and the Anti- 
Marshall Systems, which begin with 7...0-0. Everything else begins 
with 7... d6 8 c3 0-0 (see diagram below), which constitutes the Closed 
Defense. 


Zp 
ae 
SHA 

1H 


Os a 
an i: ae 
ae a 7, Vic 


Ano an) 


Columns 1-6 cover lines in the Closed Defense that are not major 
systems. The minor variations 9 h3 Nd7 (columns 1-2) and 9 h3 Be6 (col- 
umn 3) can be difficult to meet, although accurate play should leave 
White with an edge. The straightforward 9 d4 without the preparatory h3 
is covered in columns 4—5. This has gained more favor with players of the 
White side in recent years, though Black should be all right. 9 d3 (column 
6) is slow and unambitious. 

The most common defense after the usual 9 h3 is still the CHIGORIN 
VARIATION, 9... Na5 10 Bc2 c5 11 d4 (columns 7-18). Black has the first 
threats on the c-file in the main continuation 11, ..Qc7 12 Nbd2 cxd4 
13 cxd4 (columns 7-12), which slows White’s development. Black is 
quickly ready for action, as White would hold the advantage if he is able 
to deploy his pieces without trouble. The other continuations after 
12 Nbd2 are 12... Nc6 (column 13) and 12 ... Bd7 (column 14). These 
do not pressure White as much as the main continuation. Other 11th 
moves for Black are 11... Nce6 (column 15), 11... Nd7 (columns 16-17), 
and 11... Bb7 (column 18). White may be able to gain an edge in these 
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lines, but the rich and complex positions offer opportunities to the better 
player. 

In the BREYER VARIATION, 9 h3 Nb8 (columns 19-24), Black redevelops 
his/her queen’s knight to d7, centralizing his pieces and maintaining con- 
trol of the center. This allows White time to choose a plan of play on the 
kingside, queenside, or both. The Breyer is still sound, but has been em- 
ployed less in recent years as White has freedom to choose his/her plan. 

The SMYSLOV VARIATION, 9 h3 h6 (columns 25—30), is not used too 
much today, though it is not so bad. Kasparov’s loss with it to Deep Blue 
in 1997 did little to bolster the variation’s image. 

The ZaAITSEV VARIATION, 9 h3 Bb7 10 d4 Re8 (columns 31-36), is a 
highly complicated, sharp defense that was favored by Karpov. These 
days it has fewer regular grandmaster supporters, but it still leads to posi- 
tions that are very difficult to handle. 


CeCe 


a 


The MARSHALL ATTACK, 7... 0-0 8 c3 d5 (columns 37—40), see above 
diagram, is Frank Marshall’s well respected pawn gambit introduced by 
its namesake against Capablanca in 1918. Black’s compensation for the 
pawn is mostly positional—based on creating weaknesses in the White 
kingside and slowing White’s development. There is no direct forcing line 
that either side must play, and for this reason the gambit is hard to refute. 
New ideas are constantly being tried as the opening remains topical. Here 
in the early twenty-first century the black side is doing quite well as there 
is no clear route to advantage. Leko, Adams, and other top grandmasters 
employ the opening on a regular basis. 

The Anti-Marshall Systems, 7... 0-08 h3 (column 41) and 7... 0-0 
8 a4 (column 42), avoid the long complex variations of the Marshall At- 
tack and still present Black problems in equalizing. 
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RUY LOPEZ 
Closed Defense 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nf6 5 0-0 Be7 
6 Re1 b5 7 Bb3 d6 8 c3 0-0 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
Qi FHS seadin’ tvdccs en bettodechantliscadieeete 4s iiicaeiiecavawcashitesins d3(t) 
NO? esis ceisislacaviteientet Be6(h) Bg4 Na5(u) 
10 d4(a) d4 Be3.......00 d5 Bc2 
BIG .........- Nb6 Bxb3 exd4(m) Nad c5 
1 a4(b) Nbd2 axb3(i) cexd4 Be2 Nbd2 
Bb7(c) exd4(e) exd4(j) Na5(n) Qc8(q) Res 
12 Na3 cxd4 exd4 Bc2 Nbd2 Nf1 
exd4 Nb4 d5(k) c5 c6 Nc6 
13 cexd4 Nf1 e5 dxc5(o) h3 h3 
Na5 c5 Ne4 dxc5 Bd7 hé 
14 Be2 a3 Nc3 Nbd2 dxc6 Ng3 
b4 Nc6 £5 Re8 Bxc6(r) Be6 
15 Nb1 Be3(f) exf6 Qb1 Nf1 d4 
Re8 c4 Bxf6 Nd7 Nc4 cxd4 
16 «= BF Bc2 Nxe4 e5 Ng3 cxd4 
c5(d) d5(g) dxe4(l) Nf8(p) g6(s) exd4(v) 


(a) 10 a4 Nc5 11 Bd5 Bb7 12 axb5 axb5 13 Rxa8 Qxa8 14 d4 Na4 15 Na3 b4 
16 Nb5 Qa5d =, Adorjan—Beliavsky, Frankfurt 1998. 


(b) Also 11 Be3 Na5 12 Bc2 Nc4 13 Bc1 Bb7 14 a4 exd4 15 cxd4 c5 16 axbd is 
slightly better for White, Morozevich-Ponomariov, FIDE KO 2001. 


(c) (A) 11...Na5 12 Bc2 Bb7 13 d5 Be7 14 Na3 c6 15 b4! Nc4 16 Nxc4 bxc4 
17 dxc6 Bxc6 18 Nd2 +, Leko—Pinter, Hungarian Chp. 1997. (B) 11... Rb8 
12 axb5 axb5 13 Be3 Ne7 14 Nbd2 c5 15 Nfi cxd4 16 cxd4 +, Spassky— 
Smyslov, Bugojno 1984. 


(d) 17 Nbd2 cxd4 18 Bxd6 Nc6 19 Nc4 Need 20 Bxe5 Nxe5 21 Nexe5d Bxe5d 22 Qd2 
+, Anand—Bruzon, Leon 2006. 


(e) 11... Bf6 12 Nf1 Re8 13 Ng3 g6 14 Bh6 Nad 15 Be2 c5 16 d5 +, de Firmian— 
L Ivanov, U.S. Chp. 1996. 


(f) White must respect the wave of Black pawns on the queenside. After the nat- 
ural 15 Ng3 c4 16 Bc2 d5 17 e5 a5 18 Be3 b4 19 axb4 axb4 20 Rxa8 Nxa8 
Black’s chances are at least equal, Svidler-Adams, Groningen 1997. 


(g) 17 Ne5! Qc7 18 Ng3 g6 19 Qf3 Be6 20 Nxc6 Qxc6 21 Bh6 Rfe8 22 e5 a5 
23 Nh5! with the attack, Topalov—Peng, Elista Ol. 1998. 
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(h) (A) 9... Qd7 10 d4 Re8 11 Nbd2 Bf 12 a3 g6 13Baz Bg7 14 b4 Nhs 15 Nf1 =, 
Kuzmin—Smyslov, USSR 1974. (B) 9...a510a4b4 11 d4bxc3 12 bxc3 exd4 
13 cxd4 d5 14 Ned (14 Nbd2 may be better) 14... Ra6! 15 exd5 Nxd5 = 
Fressinet—Payen, France 2005, since 16 Nxc6 Rxc6 17 Bxd5 Qxd5 18 Rxe7 
Bb7! wins at least the piece back. 


(i) On 11 Qxb3 Black has two reasonable choices: (A) 11... Qd7 12 Nbd2 Na5 
13 Qcez exd4 14 cxd4 c5 (Matanovié—Pfleger, Hamburg 1965) 15 d5 is a small 
edge for White. (B) 11...d5 12 exd5 Na5 13 Qc2 exd4 14 cxd4 Nxd5 
15 Nc3 c6! 16 Ne4 Rc8 17 Ned Bxc5 18 dxc5 Qf6 with roughly equal chances, 
Timman-P, Nikolié, Tilburg 1990. 


(j) 11... Re8 12 d5 Nb8 13 c4.c6 14 dxc6 Nxc6 15 Bg5 gives Black trouble on the 
light squares, Dolmatov-P. Nikolié, Hastings 1989/90. , 


(k) 12...Nb4 13 Nc3 c5 14 Bf4 c4 15 bxc4 bxc4 16 Bg5 Nd3 17 Rez Nh5 
18 Be3 +, Ivanchuk—Agdestein, Tilburg 1989. 


(1) 17 Rxe4 Qd5 18 Rge4! h5 19 Rf4 Rad& 20 Be3 Nb4 21 Qb1 Qxb3 22 Rf5 Rd6 
23 Rxh5 Nez (Nijboer—van der Wiel, Groningen 2004), 24 Ndz =. 


(m) (A) 10...Na5 11 dxe5 Bxf3 12 Qxf3 dxe5 13 Bc2 =, Gallagher—Vijayalak- 
shimi, Gibraltar 2004. (B) 10... d5 11 exd5 exd4 12 Bxd4 Nxd4 13 cxd4 Re8 
14 Nc3 b4 15 Na4 Nxd5 16 Qd3 =, Kobalia—Beliavsky, Tripoli 2004. 


(n) Black canalso play 11... d5 12 e5 Ne4 13 h3 Bhs 14 Nc3 Nxc3 15 bxc3 Qd7! 
16 Bc2 f5 17 exf6 Bxf6 =, Panchenko-L Sokolov, Palma de Mallorca 1989. 


(o) A little more testing is 13 h3 Bxf3 14 Qxf3 cxd4 15 Bxd4 Rc8 16 Qd1 Nd7 
17 Nc3 Bf6 18 Rez Bed =, Gelfand—Bacrot, Gothenburg 2005. 


(p) 17 Bis Bxf5 18 Qxf5 Qc8 19 Qh5 Qe6 20 Ne4 Nec4! 21 Bxc5 Nxbz =, 
Haba—Foisor, Bad Worishofen 1992. 


(q) The older 11... c6 allows White some chances for advantage after 12 h3 Bc8 
(12... Bxf3 13 Qxf3 cxd5 14 exd5 Nc4 15 Nd2 Nb6 16 Nf1 Nbxd5 17 Ng3 
with good play forthe pawn; 12 . . . Bd7?! 13 Nxe5 dxe5 14 d6 +) 13 dxc6 Qc7 
14 Nbd2 Qxc6 15 Nfl Nc4 16 Ng3 g6 17 a4 Bb7 18 Qe2 +, Sutovsky—Gabriel, 
Bad Homburg 1997. 


(r) Also 14... Qxc6 15 Nfl Rac8 16 Ng3 Rfe8 17 a4 Bd8 18 axb5 axb5 19 Qez 
Qb6 20 Bd3 Qbs =, Movsesian—Adams, Bundesliga 1998. 


(s) 17 Qe2 Qb7 18 a4 Rfc8 19 b3 Nb6 =, Adams—Ivanchuk, Linares 1997. 


(t) 9 a4 Bg4 10 h3 Bxf3 11 Qxf3 Na5 12 Ba2 b4! 13 cxb4 Nc6 14 Qc3 Qd7 15 Na3 
d5 16 b5 axb5 17 axb5 Nd4 18 exd5 Nxd5 produces a sharp position with 
chances for both sides, Ljubojevié—Smejkal, Dubai OL 1986. 


(u) 9... Be6 is another good way to play against this slow system—10 Nbd2 
Bxb3 11 Qxb3 Nd7 12 Nf1 Nc5 13 Qc2 d5 =. 


(v) 17 Nxd4 Nxd4 18 Qxd4 Rc8 19 Bb3 d5 and Black's chances are at least equal, 
Lutz—Kramnik, Germany 2004, 
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RUY LOPEZ 
Chigorin Variation 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nfé 5 0-0 Be7 6 Rel b5 7 Bb3 d6 
8 c3 0-0 9 h3 Na5 10 Bc2 c5 11 d4 Qc7 12 Nbd2 cxd4 13 cxd4 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
BD7 254 2053hn osu asatiduet eden acaaeaaeeones NGG ssiitieitacdeaieodetersis Bd7 
14 Cs Ls eee eee Nf1 ND3 ......... a3(p) Nf1 
Rac8(a) Rac8 a5 Bd7 Rac8 
15 Bd3(b) R@2......0005 Bb1(i) Be3 d5(q) Ne3(s) 
Nd7 Nh5(f) exd4 a4 Na5 Nc6(t) 
16 Nf a4(g) Nxd4(j) Nbd2 Nf1 d5 
£5(c) bxa4 Rfes Bd7(m) Nh5 Nb4 
17. Ng Bxa4 Ng3 Rc1 b3 Bb1 
£4 Nf6 d5 Qb7 Rfc8 a5' 
18 Nf5 Ng3 e5(k) Qe2(n) Ne3 a3 
Rxf5(d) g6 Bb4 Rfes g6 Na6 
19 exf5 Bdz2! Bfs! Bd3 Bdz2 ba! 


Nf6(e) Nc4(h) Bxe1(1) Rab&(o) Bda(r) axb4(u) 


(a) 14... Bc8 15 b3 Bd7 16 Rb1 Rfc8 17 Bd3 g6 18 Nf1 +, Karjakin—Radulski, 
Calvia Ol. 2004. 


(b) 15 Bb1 Nh5 16 Nf1 Nf4 17 Kh2 Qd7 18 Ng1 Nc4 19 g3 Ng6 20 b3 Nb6 21 Ne3 
may also give White an edge, van Riemsdijk—Matsuura, Curitiba 1992. 


(c) 16...Nc5 17 b3 f5 18 exf5 Bf6 19 Be4 Qf7 20 Ng3 Nxe4 21 Nxe4 Qxd5 22 Bd2 
Nc6 23 Bg5 +, Kramnik—I. Sokolov, Wijk aan Zee 2005, 


(d) 18 .. . Bd8 19 b3 Nc5 20 Bb2 +, Solovjov—Kuzmin, Russia 2004. 


(e) 20 Ng5 'Bxd5 21 Be4! Bxe4 22 Nxe4 Nxe4 23 Rxe4 +, Hou Yifan—Perez, Spain 
2007, 


(f) 15...d5 16 Nxe5 dxe4 17 Ng3 Rfd8 18 Nfs Bd6 19 Nxd6 Qxd6 20 Be3 hé 
21 Qd2 =, Stefansson—Pinter, France 1994, | 


(g) 16 Bd3 f5!? 17 dxe5 dxe5 18 Rc2 Qd6 19 Rxc8 Rxc8 20 Nxe5 Qxe5 21 Qxhs 
Qd4 22 Qez fxe4 =, Ivanovié—Kovatevié, Zagreb 1985. 


(h) 20 Bh6 Rfd8 21 Rc1 Qb6 22 b3 +, Prandstetter—Pinter, Barcelona 1993. 


(i) 15 Bd3 d5! 16 dxe5 Nxe4 17 Ng3 f5 18 exf6 Bxf6 19 Nxe4 dxe4 20 Bxe4 Rcd8 
21 Qe2 Rfe8 22 Nd2 Qe5 with compensation for the pawn, Fischer—Janosevi¢, 
Belgrade 1958. 


(j) White can maintain equality with 16 Ng3 Rfe8 17 Bf4 Nc4 18 Qxd4 Nd7 19 Bg5 
Bf8 20 Nf5 Nc5, when Black’s activity compensates for his isolated d-pawn. 
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(k) 18 exd5?! Bb4! 19 Bd2 Bxd2 20 Qxd2 Ne4 +, Rabiega—Z. Almasi, Austria 
1995. 


() 20 exf6 Qbé6 21 Be3 Rxe3 22 fxe3 Bxg3 23 Qg4 +, Aagaard—Ong, Sweden 2003. 


(m) (A) 16... Be6 17 a3 Na5 18 Ng5 Bc8 19 f4 =. (B) 16... Nb417 Bb1 Bd7 18 a3 
Nc6é 19 Qe2! Qb7 (19... Na5 20 Bd3 +) 20 Bd3 Rfe8 21 Racl +, Kasparov— 
Hort, Lucerne Ol. 1982. 


(n) 18 Bb1 Rfc8 19 Nf1 Re7 20 d5 Na5! 21 b3 Rxc1 22 Bxcl1 axb3 23 axb3 Bd8 with 
full equality, Anand—Piket, Linares 1997. 


(0) 20 dxe5 Nxe5 21 Nxe5 dxe5 22 Bc5S with only a small edge to White, 
Kramnik—Adams, Mtel Masters 2005. 


(p) 14 d5 Nb4 15 Bb1 a5 16 Nf1 Bd7 17 Bd2 Rfc8 18 Ne3 Na6 19 Nh2 Nc5 20 Qf3 
Qdé =, Adams—Ivanchuk, Lucerne 1989. 


(q) 15 Nb3 a5 16 d5 Nb8 17 Bd2 a4 18 Nc1 Rc8 19 Bc3 Na6=, Timman-—Torre, 
Tilburg 1982. 


(rt) 20 Bd3 Qb8 21 Kh2 Bb6 22 g3 Re7 23 Nh4 Qd8 =, Leko-Sturua, Yerevan Ol. 
1996. 


(s) White may also get an edge with 15 Re2 Rfe8 16 b3 Nc6 17 Bb2 Bf8 18 Rc1 
Qb7 19 Bb1 +, Chandler—Thipsay, London 1989. 


(t) More passive is 15... Rfe8 16 b3 exd4 17 Nxd4 Bf8 18 Bb2 Qd8 19 Ndfs =, 
Spassky—Keres, match 1965. 


(u) 20 axb4 Qb7 21 Bd2 Bd8 22 Bd3 +, Leko—Kamsky, Wijk aan Zee 2006. 
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RUY LOPEZ 


Chigorin Variation 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nf6 5 0-0 Be7 6 Rei b5 
7 Bb3 d6 & c3 0-0 9 h3 Na5 10 Bc2 c5 11 d4 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
QOC7 caiicdces dnasedineditade NG6...,..0406 Nd7 (Keres -Bb7(u) 
Variation) 

12 Nbd2(a) d5(k) Nbd2........ dxc5 d5(v) 
NG6 .....05> Bd7(g) Na5(1) cxd4 dxc5 Nc4 

13 d5!(b) Nf1 Nbd2 cxd4 Nbd2 a4 
Nd&(c) Nc4(h) g6 Nc6(n) Bb7(s) Nb6 

14 a4(d) b3(i) b3 Nb3(o) Nf1 Nbd2(w) 
Rb8 Nb6 Bd7 a5 Nc4 g6 

15 b4 Ne3 Nf1 Be3(p) Qe2 a5 
Nb7(e) c4 Nh5 a4 Qc7 Nbd7 

16 axb5 Ba3 Bh6é Nbd2 Ng3 Nf1 
axb5 Rfes Res Bf6(q) Rfes Nh5 

17. Nf Qd2 Qd2 d5 Nf5 Bh6é 
Bd7 a5 Bf6 Nd4 Bfs Re8 

18 Be3 bxc4 Rac1 Rc1! Nh2 Qd2 


Ra8(f) Nxc4(j) Bg7(m) Bb7(r) Nd6(t) Bf8(x) 


(a) 12 b4 cxb4 13 cxb4 Nc4 14 Nbd2 Bb7 15 Nxc4 bxc4 16 d5 a5 17 b5 a4! 18 Bxa4 
Qa5 19 Bc2 Qxb5 =, Tal-Sanguinetti, Munich Ol. 1958. 


(b) The older line, 13 dxc5 dxc5 14 Nf1 Be6 15 Ne3.Rad8 16 Qe2 c4 17 Nf5 Rfe8 
18 Bg5 Nd7 19 Bxe7 Nxe7 20 Ng5 Nfs, is simply equal,-Rubinetti—Filip, Palma 
de Mallorca Int. 1970. 


(c) 13. ..Na5 14 b3 Bd7 15 Nf1 Nb7 16 c4 Rfb8 17 Ne3 Bf8 18 Nf5 Nd8& 19 Nh2 
+, Karpov—Andersson, Stockholm 1969. 


(d) Playing only on the kingside is not so promising—14 Nf1 Ne8 15 g4 g6 16 Ng3 
Ng7 17 Kh2 f6 18 Be3 Bd7 19 Qd2 Nf7 =, Robatsch—Padevsky, Amsterdam 
1972, White has more space, but Black's position is solid. 


(e) 15...c4 16 Nf1 Ne8 17 axb5 axb5 18 N3h2 f6 19 f4 +, Karpov—Spassky, 
USSR Chp. 1973. 


(f) 19 Qd2 Rfc8 20 Bd3 g6 21 Ng3 Bf8 22 Ra2 and White has the advantage on 
both sides of the board, Karpov—Unzicker, Nice Ol. 1974. 


(g) 12...Re8 13 Nf1 Bfs 14 Bg5 Nd7 15 b3 Nb6 16 Rc1 Nc6 17 Bbi Ne7 
18 Ng3 =, R. Byrne-Ivkov, Skopje Ol. 1972. 
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(hb) 13... Rfe8 14 b3! (keeping the knight from c4) 14... g6 15 Bg5 Nh5 16 Bxe7 
Rxe7 17 Ne3 Nf6 18 Rci Nb7 19 b4 c4 20 a4 with a distinct advantage, 
Stein—Matanovié, Tel Aviv Ol. 1964. 


(i) 14 Ne3 Nxe3 15 Bxe3 Rfc8 16 Rc1 Bc6 17 Nd2 cxd4 18 cxd4 Qb7 19 d5 Be8 =, 
Karpov—Petrosian, Milan 1975. 


(j) 19 Nxc4 bxc4, Shirov—Piket, Wijk aan Zee 1998; now simply 20 Rad1 is an 
edge for White. 


(k) (A) 12 Nbd2 cxd4 13 cxd4 exd4 14 Nb3 Nb4 15 Nbxd4 (15 Bbi d3 =) 
15...Nxe2 16 Qxc2 Bb7 17 NfS Re8 =, Matulovié—Abramovié, Yugoslavia 
1996. (B) 12 Be3!? cxd4 13 cxd4 Nb4 14 Bb3 is interesting, intending 
14... Nxe4? 15 a3 Nc6 16 Bd5. 


(1) 12...Na7 13 a4Nd7 14 Be3 Qc7 15 Nbd2 Nb6 16 a5 +, Nunn—van der Wiel, 
Amsterdam 1988, 


(m) 19 Bg5 £6 20 Be3 f5 21 exf5 gxf5 22 Qd1 +, Timman—Wedberg, Malmo 2002. 


(n) Black should not yet give up his strongpoint in the center—13...exd4 
14 Nxd4 Bf6 15 Nf1 Ne5 16 Ne3 g6 17 Nd5 Bg7 18 a4 leaves White in control, 
Kotkov—Zhukhovitsvky, USSR 1964. 


(0) (A) 14 Nfl exd4 15 Nxd4 Nxd4 16 Qxd4 Ned (threatening 17... Bxh3!) 
17 Qd1 Bf6 18 Ne3 Be6 19 a4 Nc6 20 Nd5 Bxd5 21 exd5 Nb4 =, Shirov—Piket, 
Tilburg 1997. (B) 14 d5 Nb4 15 Bb1 a5 16 a3 Na6 17 b4 Nb6! =, Suetin—Tal, 
USSR Chp. 1965. 


(p) 15 Bd3 Ba6 16 d5 Nb4 17 Bfl a4 18 Nbd4 exd4 19 a3 Nxd5 20 exd5 Bf6 
21 Nxd4 Re8 22 Rxe8t Qxe8 =, Motylev—-Mamedyarov, Russian Team Chp. 
2006. 


(q) 16...exd4 17 Nxd4 Nxd4 18 Bxd4 Ne5 19 Nf1 Be6 20 Ne3 Bg5 21 b3 +, 
Tarjan—Karklins, U.S. Chp. 1973. 


(r) 19 Bb1 Qb6 20 Nfi Rfc8 21 Qd2 +, Gufeld—Romanishin, Vilnius 1975. 


(s) (A) 13... £6 14 Nf1 Nb6 15 Qe2 Nac4 16 Ng3 g6 17 Nh2 Qe8 18 b3 =, van 
Delft—Smeets, Dutch Chp. 2006. (B) 13 .. . Qc7 14 Nf1 Nb6 15 Ne3 Rd8 16 Qe2 
Be6 17 Nd5! Nxd5 18 exd5 Bxd5 19 Nxe5 Ra7 20 Bf4 with the initiative, 
Fischer—Keres, Curagao Candidates 1962. 


(t) 19 Nxd6 Qxd6 20 b3 Qe6 =, Kasimdzhanov—Mamedyarov, Mainz 2006. 


(u) 11... . cxd4 12 cxd4 Bb7 13 d5 Rc8 14 Nbd2 Nh5d 15 Nf1 Nc4 16 a4 2, 
Shirov—Atalik, Sarajevo 2004. 


(v) 12 Nbd2 cxd4 13 cxd4 exd4! 14 Nxd4 Re8 15 Nf1 Bf8 16 Ng3 g6 17 b3 Nd7 
18 Bb2 Rc8 19 Qd2 Bg7 20 Radi Ned =, Wagner—Romanishin, Munich 1993. 


(w) 14 Qe2 Nxa4 15 Bxa4 bxa4 16 Rxa4 Nd7 17 c4 Nb6 18 Ra3 a5 19 Nc3 a4 =, 
Topalov—Piket, Groningen 1997. 


(x) 19 Be3 c4 20 g4 +, de Firmian—Spangenterg, Elista Ol. 1998. 
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RUY LOPEZ 


Breyer Variation 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nfé 5 0-0 Be7 
6 Re1 b5 7 Bb3 dé 8 c3 0-0 9 h3 NbB 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
10 4 i eiesceestacesiea se sda decide he wean beeen: die ioeses cued daaeaditatess d3 
Nbd7(a) Nbd7 
11 ND2 8 sscsicvites cen ek Axteeek oa ccsueeteien Nh4 c4(o) Nbd2 
Bb7 g6(m) c6! Bb7 
12 Bc2 Bh6 c5(p) Nf1 
Re8 Re8 Qc7 Nc5d 
En 1 eee ee ut ba(j) Nf3(n) —scxd6 Be2 
Bf8(b) Bfs Bfa c5 Bxd6 Res 
14 Ng3 Bd3 a4 Nbd2 Bg5 Ng3 
g6 c6(g) Nb6(k) Bfs exd4! Bfs 
15 aA(c) b3(h) a5 Be3 Bxf6 b4(s) 
c5(d) g6 Nbd7 Bb7 gxf6 Ned7 
16 d5 Bb2 Bb2 d5 Qxd4(q) d4 
c4(e) Nh5 Rbs Nb6 Ne5 g6 
17. —-Bgd Qc2 Rb1 Bc2 Nbd2 a4 
hé(f) Nf4(i) Baa(l) Bc8 = Rd8(r) Nbé(t) 


(a) Counterattacking the White e-pawn works badly—10 . . . Bb77! 11 dxe5! dxe5 
(11...Nxe4 12 e6 fxe6 13 Bxe6t Kh8 14 Bd5 +, Gligorié—Benko, Bled Can- 
didates 1959) 12 Qxd8 Bxd8 13 Nxe5 Nxe4 14 Be3 Bf6 15 Ng4 Nd7.16 Nd2 
Nxd2 17 Bxd2 Rfe8 18 Bf4 +, Keres—Benko, Bled Candidates 1959. 


(b) 13... d5?7! 14 Nxe5 Nxe5 15 dxe5 Nxe4 16 f3 Ng5 (16...Nc5 17 b4 +) 
17 Ng3 Be5t 18 Kh2 £6 19 Bxg5 fxg5 20 Qb1! h6 21 Qd1 +, Lobron—Portisch, 
Wijk aan Zee 1985, 


(c) White needs play on both the queenside and the kingside to gain an advan- 
tage. Qn 15 b3 Bg7 16 d5 Nb6 17 Be3 Rc8B 18 Qe2 c6 19 c4 cxd5 20 cxd5 
Nbxd5! 21 exd5 Nxd5 Black has full compensation for his knight, Kamsky— 
van der Sterren, match 1994. 


(d) 15... Bg7 16 Bd3 c6 (16... d5?! 17 Bg5 +) 17 Bg5 h6 (17 .. . Rb8 18 Qd2 Bc8 
19 Red1 c5 20 b4 +, Popovié—Abramovié, Yugoslav Chp. 1996) 18 Bd2 Qc7 
19 Qc2 Rad8 20 b4 +, Carlsen—Tallaksen, Norway 2005, 


(e) 16... Nb6 17 Qe2 Nxa4 18 Bxa4 bxa4 19 Rxa4 + due to White’s better pawn 
structure. 
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(f) 18 Be3 Nc5 19 Qd2 h5 20 Bg5 Be7 21 Ra3 leaves White slightly better in a 
complex, multifaceted position, Shirov-van der Sterren, Wijk aan Zee 1998. 


(g) 14...b4 15 Qce2 d5 16 exd5 exd4 17 Rxe8 Qxe8 18 cxd4 Bxdb = 
Kasimdzhanov—Smirin EC Club Cup 2006. 


(h) 15 Nf1 d5 16 Bg5 dxe4 17 Rxe4 Be7 18 Re2 exd4 19 Nxd4 Bf8 20 Rd2 Qc7 
21 BfS c5 22 Nf3 Ned is just a minimal edge for White, Anand—Beliavsky, 
Linares 1992. 


(i) 18 Bf1 Bg7 19 b4 Rc8 =, Thipsay-Short, Commonwealth Chp. 2004. 


(j) 13 b3 Nbd7 14 d5 c6 15 c4 Qc7 16 Nf1 Rfc8 with a small edge due to extra 
space, Shabalov—Vescovi, Bermuda 2004. 


(k) 14...a5 15 bxa5 Rxa5 16 Rbi Ba6 17 d5 Qa8 18 Ba3 +, Beliavsky—A. Pet- 
rosian, USSR 1973. 


() 18 Bai g6 19 c4 bxc4 20 dxe5 Nxe5 21 Nxe5 dxe5 22 Bc3 Bc6 =, Browne— 
Karpov, Amsterdam 1976. 


(m) (A) Risky is the pawn grab 11... Nxe4 12 Nf5 Ndf6 13 Nxe7t Qxe7 14 Re2! 
(Bronstein) planning 15 Qe1 and 16 f3. (B} 11... Nb6 12 Nd2c5 13 dxc5 dxc5 
14 Nf5 c4 also offers reasonable chances for Black, Brlowne—Ivkov, Amsterdam 
1972, 


(n) 13 f4 cd! 14 Nf3 c4 15 Bc2 Bb7 16 Nbd2 Bf8 17 Bxf8 =, and actually agreed 
drawn in R. Byrne—Portisch, Amsterdam 1969. The column is R. Byrne— 
Unzicker, Ljubljana 1969. 


(0) 11 Bg5 Bb7 12 Nbd2 h6 13 Bh4 Re8 14 Bc2 c5 15 Bg3 Bis =, Zapata—Spassky, 
Salamanca 1991. 


(p) 12 c5 is most energetic, but White may do better with the rarely played 
(A) 12 Qc2 Bb7 13 Nc3 b4 14 Ne2 exd4 15 Nexd4 Re8 16 Nf5 +, Hjartarson— 
Beliavsky, Linares 1989, (B) 12 a3 bxc4 13 Bxc4 Nxe4! =, Howell—van der Ster- 
ren, London 1993. 


(q) Worse is 16 Nxd4 Nc5 17 Qh5 Bh2t 18 Kh1 Nd3! 19 Re2 Be5 +, Milos— 
Timman, Manila Ol. 1992. 


(r) 18 Qe3 Nd3 19 Qh6é Bf4 20 Qxfé Rd6 21 Qc3 Nxe1 22 Rxe1 Qd8 with chances 
for both sides, Fischer—Portisch, Santa Monica 1966. 


(s) 15 Nh2 Ne6 16 Nfs5 h6 17 Ng4 Nxg4 18 Qxg4 Kh7 draw agreed, Matanovié-— 
Ivkov, Palma de Mallorca 1966. 


(t) 18 dxe5 dxe5 19 Qxd8 Raxd8 20 Bg5 +, Xie Jun—Short, Arrows Cup 2003. 
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RUY LOPEZ 


Smyslov Variation 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nfé 5 0-0 Be7 6 Rei b5 
7 Bb3 d6 8 c3 0-0 9 h3 h6 10 d4 ReB 


25 26 27 28 29 30 
11 ND 2 iso Sectecus ie taceces tetareatnacseaetseenSecededees aveasustaavaantens Be3 
Bfs Bfs 
12 INE DiGi c acutievierg toowtiewde ftvadoiecatin Glia eeeoeneca eens Bc2(n) Nbd2 
Bd 7a) 222%. ssddeecdentees. Bb7 Bd7(o) Bd7(q) 
13. Ng3(b) Ng3 Bd3 a3 
Nad Nad g6 Rca(r) 
14 Bc2 Bc2 Bb2 Bc2 
CH siete eee Nc4 Nc4(h) Bg7 g6 
15 b3 b3i(e) b3... Bd3(l) d5 b4 
Nc6 Nb6 Nb6 Nb6 Ne7 Bg7 
16 d5(c) Nh2(f) aA(i) Bd2 c4 Rel 
Ne7 c5 bxa4(j) c5 c6 Nh5 
17 Be3 £4 bxa4 d5 b4 Nb3 
Ng6 exd4 a5 Bc8 exd5 Qfé = 
18 Qd2 cxd4 Bd3 Nh2 exd5 


Nh7(d) Rc8(g) Ba6(k) Nh7(m) Nh5(p) 


(a) Not 12... exd4 13 cxd4 Nxe4? 14 Bd5 winning a knight. 


(b) Simplification with 13 dxe5 Nxe5 14 Nxe5 dxe5 15 Qf3 c5 16 Rd1 c4 results 
in complete equality, Keres—Spassky, match 1965. 


(c) 16 Be3 cxd4 17 cxd4 exd4 18 Nxd4 d5 19 exd5 Nb4 20 Nc6 Nxc6 =, 
Dominguez-I. Sokolov, Bled Ol. 2002. 


(d) Or 18... Qc7 19 Nfs! +. After 18... Nh7 19 a4 White has a spatial advan- 
tage. Deep Blue—Kasparov, match 1997, continued 19... Nh4?! 20 Nxh4 
Qxh4 21 Qe2 Qd8 22 b4 Qc7 23 Reci c4 24 Ra3 Rec8 25 Rcai +, and White 
won in 45 moves, 


(e) Initiating queenside play gives no advantage here: 15 a4 c5 16 b3 NaS 17 axb5 
axb5 18 d5 Qe7 19 Be3 Ra7 20 Nd2 Rea8 21 £4 Nb7 =, Kavalek—Reshevaky, Ne- 
tanya 1969, 


(f) 16 Be3 c5 17 d5 a5 18 Nd2 Qe7 19 Qe2 a4 =, van der Doel—Xie Jun, Wijk aan 
Zee 1998. 


(g) 19 Nf3 Qe7 20 Bd3 exd4 21 Bb2 with strong play in the center, Minié~-Savon, 
Skopje vs. Ohrid 1968. 
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(h) 14...¢5 15 d5! leaves both the bishop on b7 and the knight on a5 badly 
placed. 


(i) 16 Bd2 c5 17 Rci a5 18 a4 bxa4 19 bxa4 Ba6 =, Short—Xie Jun, Buenos Aires 
2001. 


(j) 16... d5!? 17 axb5 axb5 18 Rxa8 Bxa8 19 dxe5 Nxe4 20 Nxe4 dxe4 21 Qxd8 
Rxd8 22 Bxe4 Bxe4 23 Rxe4 b4 (Kindermann—Lukacs, Austria 1994) 24 Rd4! +. 


(k) 19 Bxa6 Rxa6 20 dxe5 dxe5 21 Qxd8 Rxd8 22 Nxe5 Bd6 23 Bf4 p5 24 Ng4 +, 
Rohit—Babu, India 2006. 


(l) 15 a4 d5! 16 b3 dxe4 17 Nxe4 Nxe4 18 Rxe4 Bxe4 19 Bxe4 Nb6 20 Bxa8 
Nxa8 =, Stein—Reshevsky, Los Angeles 1967. 


(m) 19 Rf1 Be7 20 £4 exf4 21 Bxf4 Bg5 with equal chances, Mather—Davies, corr. 
1993. 


(n) 12 a3 Bd7 13 Ba2 a5 14 Nfl a4 15 Ng3 Na5 16 Be3 c6! 17 Rci Be6 18 Bxe6 
Rxe6 =, Keres—Portisch, Moscow 1967. 


(o) 12... Bb7 13 d5 (13 a4 is the Zaitsev Variation) 13... Ne7 14c4c6 15 b3 =, 
Topalov—Piket, Amsterdam 1995. Black may do better with 13 .. . Nb8. 


(p) 19 Nb3 Nf4 20 Na5 Rc8 21 Bb3 +, Svidler—Peng Xiaomin, FIDE Chp. KO 2000. 


(q) 12... Bb7 13 Qb1! Qd7 (13...Nb8 14 a4 +) 14 a3 d5?! 15 dxe5 Nxe5 
16 Nxe5 Rxe5 17 Bd4 Re6 18 e5 Rae8 19 f4 cS 20 Be3 +, Murey—Balashov, 
Moscow 1991. 


(r) 13... a5?! 14.d5 Na7 15 a4 c6 16 axb5 cxb5 17 c4 leaves White in good shape, 
Tseshkovsky—Smyslov, USSR 1974, The column is Hort—Pietzsch, Havana Ol. 
1966. 
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RUY LOPEZ 
Zaitsev (Fianchetto) Variation 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nf6 5 0-0 Be7 6 Rel b5 
7 Bb3 d6 8 c3 0-0 9 h3 Bb7 10 d4(a) Re&(b) 


31 32 33 34 35 36 
AD. CaS eceenivivewe a ceannetiee ND! io sveiciusdeveieed seaeavecin sorte ven Ng5 
h6(c) Bfs Rfs 
12 Nbd2 Bc2.......... OD sescczecen. a3(q) f4(u) 
Bfs(d) g6(k) Nb8(n) g6(r) exf4. 
13 Bc2 d5 Nf1 Ba2(s) Bxf4 
exd4(e) Nbs Nbd7 Bg7 Na5 
14 cxd4 b3 N3h2(o) b4 Bc2 
Nb4 c6 Nc5! a5 Nd5 
15 Bb1 c4 Bc2 d5 exd5 
c5(f) Bhé6(l) c6 Ne7 Bxg5 
16 «d5 a4 dxc6 Nb3 Qhs 
Nd7 b4 Bxc6 axb4 hé 
17 RaB Nf1 Bg5 cxb4 Nd2 
C4 ose vedeeies f5 Bxc1 h6é Nxe4 Bxd5 
18 axb5(g) g4(i) Rxc1 Bxf6 Rxe4 Ne4 
axb5(h) £4(j) cxd5(m) Qzxf6(p) Bxd5(t) Bxf4{v) 


(a) 10 d3 Re8 11 Nbd2 h6é 12 Nf1 Bf8 13 Ng3 Nb8 14 Nh4 d5 15 exd5 Bxd5 =, 
Kasparov—Svidler, Linares 1998. 


(b) 10... Qd7 11 Nbd2 Rae8 12 Nf1 exd4 13 cxd4 Nad 14 Be2 d5 15 e5 Ne4 
16 Ne3 =, Dimitrov—Svidler, Linares 1994. 


(c) 11... Bf812 d5 lands Black in difficulties after both 12 ... Nb8 13 axb5 axb5 
14 Rxa8 Bxa8 15 Na3 c6 16 Bg5 Nbd7 17 dxc6 Bxc6 18 Nc2 Qa8 19 Bxf6 Nxf6 
20 Nb4! Bxe4 21 Rxe4! Qxe4 22 Ned +, and 12... Na5 13 Ba2 c6 14 Na3 cxd5 
15 exd5 bxa4 16 Qxa4Nxd5 17 Ng5! Re7 18 b4 Nxc3 19 Qc2 +, Karpov—Miles, 
London 1984. 


(d) 12... exd4 13 cxd4 Nb4 14 axb5 axb5 15 Rxa8 Qxa8 16 65 dxe5 17 dxe5 Nfd5 
18 Ne4 c5 19 e6! fxe6 20 Ne5 +, de Firmian—Nikolié, Tunis Int. 1985. 


(e) A solid, though passive, plan is 13... Nb8 14 Bd3 c6 15 Nfi Nbd7 16 Ng3 
Qc7 17 Bd2 g6 18 Qc1 Kh7 19 b3 Bg7 20 Qc2 Nfs 21 Be3 Ne6 22 Radi Rac8 
23 Bf +, Kasparov—Karpov, World Chp. 1985. 


(f) (A) 15... bxa4 16 Rxa4 a5 17 Ra3 Ra6 18 Nh2! g6 19 £3 Qd7 20 Nc4 Qb5 
21 Re3 +, Kasparov—Karpov, World Chp. (G2) 1990. (B) 15... g6 16 Ra3 Bg7 
17 e5! dxe5 18 dxe5 Nh5 19 axb5 axb5 20 Qb3 c5 21 Ne4 Bxe5 22 Nxc5 +, 
Anand-Kamsky, Las Palmas 1995. 
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(g) 18 Nd4 Qf6 19 N23 Nc5 20 Ree3 Nbd3 21 axb5 axb5 22 Nxb5 Rxa3 23 Nxa3 
Rxe4 24 Nxc4 Nxf2 (Anand—Kasimdzhanov, Corsica 2006), now 25 Kxf2 Rxc4 
26 b3 favors White. 


(h) 19 Nd4 with three choices for Black: (A) 19... Qb6 20 Nf5 Ned (20... p6 
21 Nf1!) 21 Rg3 g6 22 Nf3 Ned3 , Kotronia—Bologan, Aeroflot Open 2007,. 
(B) 19... Rxa3 20: bxa3 Nd3 21 Bxd3 cxd3 22 Re3 Ned (22... Ne5 23 N4f3 +) 
23 Bb2 Bc8 (23 ... Qa5 oo is probably better) 24 Nc6 Qh4 25 Bd4 +, Anand-. 
Beliavsky, Madrid 1998, (C) 19... Ne5 20 Rxa8 Qxa8 21 Nxb5 Qal 22 Na3 
Ba6 23 Nc2 +, Topalov—Z. Almasi, Melody Amber 2003. 


(i) Also 18 Nh2 Nf6 19 Rg3 Kh8 20 b3 Qd7 21 Bb2 Qf7 22 Rf3 fxe4 23 Nxe4 
Nbxd5 24 Ng4 with fine compensation for the pawn, Stefanssson—Hjartarsson, 
Icelandic Chp. 2005. 


(j) Both 18... fxg4 19 hxg4 and 18... fxe4 19 Nxe4 allow White a strong at- 
tack. After 18 ...£4 19 Nb3 g5 20 Bd2 Bg7 21 Nbd4 White is slightly better, 
Kulaots—Klovans, Tallinn 2007, 


(k) 12... Nb8 is often played, similar to the Breyer Variation, but 13 a4 Nbd7 
14 Bd3 c6 15 Nf1 leaves White an edge. 


(1) 15...a5 16 dxc6 Bxc6 17 cxb5 Bxb5 18 Nc4 Na6 19 Bg5 Bxc4 20 bxc4 Nc5 
21 Ba4 Re6 22 Bc6 +, Lutz—Bacrot, Bundesliga 2004, 


(m) 19 cxd5 Nbd7 20 Qd2 a5 =, Wags—Lambert, corr. 1988. 


(n) 12... Ne7 13 Nfl Ng6 14 N3h2 Nd7 15 a3 Nc5 16 Ba2 Nf4 17 c4 c6 18 cxb5 
cxb5 19 Bb1 a5 20 h4 g6 21 g3 +, Topalov—Piket, Wijk aan Zee 1996. 


(o) 14 Ng3 g6 15 Bg5 Bg7 16 Qd2 Qe7 17 Nh2 hd! 18 Radi Qfs =, Leko—Piket, 
Dortmund 1995, 


(p) 19 Ng4 Qe5 20 Qf3 Qf4! with chances for both sides, Nijboer—Karpov, Wijk 
aan Zee 1998, 

(q) 12 a4h6 is a common route into column 1. With this move order Black has the 
option of 12 a4 Qd7 13 axb5 (13 d5 Ne7 14 c4 Ng6 15 Bc2 c6 16 b3 Qc7 =) 
13...axb5 14 Rxa8 Bxa8 15 d5 Na5 16 Ba2 c6 17 b4 Nb7 18 Nf1 +, Haba— 
P, Nikolic, Bundesliga 2005, 


(r) 12...h6 13 Bc2 Nb8 14 b3 Nbd7 15 Bb2 g6 16 a4 c6 17 Qb1 +, Short— 
Hjartarson, Reykjavik 1987. 


(s) 13 Bc2 Nb8 14 b4 Nbd7 15 Bb2 Rc8 16 Qb1 c5 =, Smyslov—Reshevsky, 
Moscow 1991. These two legends had battles for over half a century. 


(t) 19 Re2 e4 20 Ng5 Bxal 21 Nxal Bxa2 22 Rxa2 d5 23 Rd2 (Kveinys—Jenni, Bun- 
desliga 2003), now instead of 23 ... e3 the position would be very unclear 
after 23... Qc8. 


(u) Many games have ended 12 Nf3 Re8 13 Ng5 R {8 14 Nf3 Draw. This is a prob- 
lem with the Zaitsev Variation if Black must play to win. 


(v) 19 Qf5 g6 20 Nf6t Kg7 21 Nh5t Kh8 22 Qxf4 Qg5 23 Qxes hxg5 24 Nf6 Be6 
with roughly even chances, Gruenfeld-P, Nikolié, Lugano 1987. 
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RUY LOPEZ 


Marshall Attack (and Anti-Marshall Systems) 
1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Ba4 Nfs 5 0-0 Be7 6 Re1 b5 7 Bb3 0-0(a) 


37 38 39 
8 CB ieee issih se ie ieee veeee eee Nee dade Vouk sales Seve ened 
d5 
9 exd5(b) 
Nxd5(c) 
10 Nxe5 
Nxe5 
11 Rxe5 
c6!(d) 
12 G4 siete eee weredseeued Bxd5 ........ 
Bd6 cxd5 
13 Rel ....essses Re2 d4 
Qh4 Bg4(g) Bd6é 
14 g3 £3 Re3 
Qh3 Bf5 Qha(i) 
15 Be3(e) Bxd5 h3 
Bg4 cxd5 Qf4(j) 
16 Qd3 Nd2 Re5 
Rae&(f) b4(h) Qf6(k) 


40 


41 


a3(r) 
Na5(s) 


Ba2 
c5 


Nbd2(t) 
Nc6 


Nfi 
Bc8 
Bg5 
Ne& 


Bd2 
Be6 


Bxe6 
fxe6(u) 
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Bb7(v) 


d3 
d6(w) 


Nc3(x) 
Na5 


Ba2 
b4 


Ne2 
c5 


c3 
bxc3 


bxc3 
c4! 
Ng3 
cxd3 


Qxd3 
Bc8(y) 


(a) Sweden's Jonny Hector has championed 7 . . . Bb7, intending 8 c3 d5 9 exd5 
Nxd5 10 Nxe5 Nxe5 11 Rxe5 Nf4 e, White’s best response is probably 8 d4 
Nxd4 9 Bxf7+! Kf8 10 Bd5 +, Timman—Hector, Malmé 1997. 


(b) 9 d4 exd4 10 e5 Ne4 11 cxd4 Bf5 12 Nc3 Nxc3 13 bxc3 Qd7 14 Bg5 Ba3 =, 


Luther—Beliavsky, Austria 2007. 


(c) 9...e47! 10 dxc6 exf3 11 d4! fxg2 12 Qf3 Be6 13 Bf4 Nd5 14 Bg3 a5 


15 Nd2 + (Tal). 


(d) Other moves are simply inferior: (A) 11... Nf6 12 d4 Bd6 13 Rel Ng4 14 h3 
Qh4 15 Qf3 Nxf2 16 Re2! +, Capablanca—Marshall, New York 1918. 
(B) 11... Bb7 12 d4 Bfé (12... Qd7 13 Nd2 Nf4 14 Ne4 Nxg2 15 Kxg2 Bf6 
16 Qf3! +, Gindl—Wenger, corr. 1991) 13 Rel Re8 14 Nd2 b4 15 c4 Nf4 16 d5 
Nd3 17 Rxe8t Qxe8 18 Bc2 +, de Firmian—Kreiman, U.S. Chp. 1994, since 
18 ...Nxb2 19 Bxb2 Bxb2 20 Bxh7t! holds the pawn. 


(e) 15 Re4 g5 16 Qf Qhs 17 Nd2 Bfs 18 £3 Nf6 19 Qg2 Qg6 20 Re3 Rae8 21 Ne4 
Nxe4 22 g4 Ng3 23 hxg3 Bb1 =, Anand—Aronian, Wijk aan Zee 2007. 
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(f) Instead, 16... £5 17 f4 Kh8 18 Bxd5 cxd5 19 NdzZ g5 20 Qf1 Qh5 21 a4! bxa4 
22 fxgs f4 23 Bxf4 Rxf4 24 gxf4 RfB 25 Re5 Bxed 26 dxe5 h6 27 Qxaél +, 
Sax—Ehlvest, Skellefted 1989. 


After 16... Rae8 17 Nd2 we have the main line of the Marshall Attack, an ex- 
tremely complicated position that may slightly favor White, but offers win- 
ning chances for both sides. Two examples: (A) 17... Qh5 18 a4 Bf5 19 Qf1 
Bh3 20 Bd1 Qf5 21 Qe2 & 22 Nf3 +, Morovié—Adams, match 1997. (B) 
17... Re6 18 a4 Qh5 19 axb5 axb5 20 Qfi Rfe8 =, J. Polgar-Adams, FIDE 
World Chp. 2005. 


(g) Also 13... Qh4 14 g3 Qh3 (14... Qh5 15 Nd2 Bg4 16 f3 Bxf3 17 Nxf3 +) 
15 Nd2 Bfs 16 a4 Rae8 17 Rxe8 Rxe8 18 Nf1 h5! gives Black sufficient coun- 
terplay, de Firmian—Adams, New York 1996. 


(h) 17 cxb4 Bd3 18 Rf2 Re8 19 Nf1 Bxf1 20 Qxf1 Qb8! 21 g3 Qxb4 =, Kotronias— 
De Vreugt, Kavala 2002. 


@) 14... f5 15 Nd2 f4 16 Rel Qg5 17 Nf3 Qh5 18 Ned f3 19 gxf3 Bh3 20 f4 + 
(Tal). 


(j) There are two sharp alternatives, the first being the most critical. (A) 15... g5 
16 Q£3 Be6 17 Qf6 Rfe8 18 Nd2 (18 Na3.Qh5 19 Bd2 Be7 20 Qf3 Qg6 21 
Rae1 g4—Hiibner—Nunn, Haifa 1989—22 Qd1!7) 18... Qf4 19 Qxf4 Bxf4 20 
Re1 Bxh3 21 Rxe8t Rxe8 22 Nf3 Bxc1 =, Brkic—Naiditsch, Turkey 2006. 
(B) 15... £5 16 Qf3 Bb7 17 Nd2 g5 18 Qe2 f4 19 Nf3 Qh5 20 Nxg5! +, Hiibner— 
Nunn, Skelleftea 1989. 


(k) 17 Re1 Qg6 18 Qf3 Bf5 19 Be3 Be4 (other moves have been tried, but this 
seems best) 20 Qg4 h5 21 Qxg6 Bxg6 22 Nd2 =, Tal-Spassky, match 1965. 
This ending is difficult to win, however. 


(1) 12 g3 Bd6 13 Re1 Qd7! 14 d3 Qh3 transposes back into the column. 


(m) Also good is 13 .. . Bf5 14 Qf3Qh4 15 g3 Qh3 16 Nd2 Rae’ 17 Ne4 Bg4 18 Qg2 
Qxg2t 19 Kxg2 f5 20 h3 Bhs 21 Bf4 Bxf4 22 gxf4 fxe4 23 dxe4 Bf3t! 24 Kxf3 
Rxf4t =, Nakamura—Aronian, Gibraltar 2005. 


(n) (A) 15... Nf6 16 Rh4 Qf5 17 Nd2! g5 18 Rh6 Ng4 19 Ne4 Nxh6 20 Nxd6 +, 
Svidler—Adams, Elista Ol. 1998. (B) 15... Qd7 16 Nd2 Bb7 17 Rel c5 18 Ne4 
Be7 19 a4 b4 20 Bg5 Bxg5 21 Nxg5 +, Leko—Slobodjan, Groningen 1997. 


(0) 17 Rei £5 18 Nf3 (18 f4 Bxf4 19 Qf3 Bb8 20 Bxd5t cxd5 21 Nb3—21 Qxd5t 
Kh8 22 Qxa8 Qb6t and 23... Bb7—21... Bb7 22 Bf4 +, Kotrnias—Hebden, 
Ireland 2005) 18 ...f4 19 Ne5 Bxe5 20 Rxe5 fxg3 21 hxg3 Bg4 22 Qe1 Bf3 =, 
Leko—Svidler, Dortmund 1998. 


(p) Ofthe Anti-Marshall systems, only 8 h3 and 8 a4 are serious attempts for ad- 
vantage. On 8 d4 Nxd4 (or 8... d6! 9 c3 Bg4) 9 Nxd4 exd4 10 e5 Ne8 11 c3 
dxc3 12 Nxc3 d6 13 Qf3 Be6 14 Nd5 Rc8 15 Bf4 Bg5 chances are even, 
1 Gurevich—Nunn, Hastings 1992/93. 


(q) 8... d6 9 cS is back in normal closed channels, but White has avoided the 
Marshall Attack. 


(r) 10 c3 Na5 11 Bc2 c5 12 Nbd2 Qc7 13 Nf1 Rfe8 14 Ng3 Rad8 =, Tal-Geller, 
Kislovodsk 1966. 
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(s) 10... Nb8 11 Nbd2 Nbd7 12 Nfic5 13 Ng3 Rc8 is only a tad better for White, 
Shirov-L Sokolov, Groningen 1996. 


(t) 12 Nc3 Nc6 13 Nd5 Nxd5 14 Bxd5 Qc7 15 c3 Nb8 16 Bxb7 Qxb7 =, Shirov— 
Aronian 2007, 


(u) 17 b4 a5 18 c3 axb4=, Anand—Aronian, Linares 2007. 


(v) 8... b4 9 d3 d6 10 a5 Be6 11 Nbd2 Qc! =, Ivanchuk—Kramnik, Mélody 
Amber 2007. 


(w) 9... Re8 10 Nbd2 Bf8 11 c3 h6 12 Ba2 dé 13 Nh4 Qd7 14 Ng6 +, Kas- 
parov—Short, World Chp. 1993. 


(x) 10 Nbd2 Re8 11 c3 Na5 12 Ba2 c5 13 Ng5 Rfs 14 Nf1 c4 15 Ng3 h6é 16 Nf3 
Re8 =, Svidler-Adams, Groningen 1997. 


(y) 17 Bg5 Nb7 18 Be3 Qa5 19 Qc4 Ng4 draw agreed, Nunn-van der Wiel, Am- 
sterdam 1990. 
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PETROV’S DEFENSE 


1e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nf6 


Ae? Fas 
aa 


Ce 


2 
es “pe 


sme se 


HERE IS AN ALMOST ANNOYING Locic to Petrov’s Defense which tells 
White that he/she should not expect anything special from the 

opening. You attack my e-pawn—then I'll attack yours! Indeed the 
Petrov is a very hard opening to beat or even gain an advantage against. 
Many variations are quite symmetrical and it may seem that Black shows 
no imagination by simply copying White’s moves—but these are logical 
developing moves. The main disadvantage to the defense is that it offers 
few winning chances for Black, and White can almost virtually force a 
draw by trading down to a dull symmetrical endgame. Except for this rea- 
son Petrov’s Defense would be extremely popular as it is unquestionably 
sound. It does get use from top-level grandmasters against their col- 
leagues. The last few World Champions have made fair use of it ageinat 
high-level opponents. 

White does have ideas that press the advantage of the first move, 
and there are now various different systems to try. All require consider- 
able effort to present Black with problems. The opening is named after the 
nineteenth-century Russian master who practiced it, but in that century 
the “threat” of making a draw in chess was not so great. 
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4 


“rt 


pV) 
QRS O77 


The main line is 3 Nxe5 d6 4 Nf3 Nxe4 5 d4 (columns 1-6), see above 
diagram. Black’s 5... d5 (columns 1-5) supports the knight on e4 and 
equalizes the amount of territory. White’s usual plan is to try to under- 
mine the Ne4 with Bd3 and c4 or Re1. If White forces Black to retreat 
without too many exchanges he will have the initiative. A recent im- 
provement for White in note (b) makes for promising play. White can also 
play a risky strategy seen in column 2—c3 and Qb3. He wins a pawn at the 
cost of allowing Black a strongpoint on e4, which may lead to a strong at- 
tack, Column 6, 5... Be7, is an old line that allows White a spatial ad- 
vantage. 

White’s fifth-move alternatives in columns 7 and 8 have little 
promise of advantage. Column 7 is the drawing line where queens are ex- 
changed early. Column 8 at least has the advantage of producing a full, 
complex game. The best winning alternative to the main line is the sharp 
3 d4!? (columns 9-12), which has seen much use in the last decades from 
players looking to unbalance the game. Black’s most reliable continuation 
is 3...Nxe4 4 Bd3 d5 (columns 9-10), although Murey’s startling 
4...Nc6!? (column 11) is not so bad. Column 12, 3... exd4 4 e5 Ne4, 
leads to a symmetical pawn structure, but White can develop aggressively. 
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PETROV’S DEFENSE 


1 e4e5 2 Nf3 Nfé 3 Nxe5 d6 4 Nf3 Nxe4 5 d4 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
GD eacaare Sour shat Shad alana Sasa ate Nee od ve eal bee Sana Montane niece ees Be7 
6 Bd3 Bd3 
BO7seecduanaviaeaaeealsees cates Nc6.......... Bd6 Nf6 
7 0-0 0-0(n) 0-0 h3 
Nc6 Bg4(o) 0-0 0-0 
8 CB heeh ees Re1 c4 c4 0-0 
Nb4(a) Bg4(h) Nf6 c6 Re8 
9 Be2(b) c3(i) cxd5(p) exd5(r)...... Qc2 c4 
0-0 5 Bxf3 cxd5 Naé! Nc6(x) 
10 Nc3 Qb3 Qxf3 Nc3 a3(u) Nc3 
Be6(c) 0-0(j) Qxd5 Nxc3 f5(v) hé 
11 Be3(d) Nbd2(k) Qe2t bxc3 Nc3 Re1 
Bf5!(e) Kh8(1) Be7 Bg4(s) Nc7 Bfa 
12 Qb3(f) Qxb7 Bb5 Rb1 b4 Rxe8 
c6(g) Rf6(m) Qd6(q) b6(t) Nxc3(w) Qxe&ly) 


(a) 8... Bg4 9 cxd5 Qxd5 10 Nc3 Nxc3 11 bxc3 0-0 12 Re1 Bxf3 13 Qxf3 Qxf3 
14 gxf3 £, Kotronias—Langrock, Hamburg 2001. 


(b) 9 cxd5 Nxd3 10 Qxd3 Qxd5 11 Re1 Bf5 12 Nc3 Nxc3 13 Qxc3 Be6 14 Red 
(14 Qxc7 Bd6 =) 14... Qc6 (14... Qd7 15 d5 Bxd5 16 Rxe7t! Qxe7 17 Bg5 f6 
18 Re1 Be6 19 Nd4 0-0-0 20 Nxe6 fxg5 21 Nxd8 Qxd8 22 Qxg7 +, Zelcic— 
Jovanic, Metalis Open 2004) 15 Qa5 Rd8 16 Bf4 0-0 17 Rc1 Qb6 18 Rb51, 
Najer—Zhang Zhong, Russia-China Summit 2006. 


(c) 10... Bf5 11 a3 Nxc3 12 bxc3 Nc6 13 cxd5 Qxd5 14 Bf4 Bd6 (14... Rac8 
15 Re1 Re8 16 Bd3 Qd7 17 Rbi Bxd3 Qxd3 =, Svidler-Kramnik, Dortmund 
2006) 15 c4 Qe4 16 Be3 Rad8 17 Ra2! b6 18 Rel Bg6 19 Qci +, Kamsky— 
Yusupov, Moscow 1992. 


(d) 11 Ne5!? could be better. After 11... f6(11...c5 12 Nxe4 dxe4 13 d5 +) 
12 Nf3 Kh8 13 a3 Nxc3 14 bxc3 Nc6 15 Nd2 dxc4 16 Nxc4 Qd7 17 Bf4 White 
has a small edge, Kasimdzhanov-Shirov, Rapid’Game 2005. 


(e) 11... £5 12 a3 Nxc3 13 bxc3 Nc6 14 Qa4 f4 15 Bc1! Kh8 16 Rb1 &. 


(f) (A) 12 Rc1 dxc4 13 Bxc4 c6 14 Ne5 Nxc3 15 bxc3 Nd5 16 Qf3 Be6 17 Bd2 
{6 =, Topalov—-Ivanchuk, Novgorod 1996. (B) 12 Ne5 f6! 13 Nd3 Nxc3 14 bxc3 
Nxd3 =. 


(g) 13 c5 Nxc3 14 bxc3 Nc2 15 Qxb7 Nxai 16 Rxa1 Qd7 17 Qxd7 Bxd7 18 Ned 
Rfd8 =, Topalov—Macieja, Edda Rapid 2003. White has compensation for the 
exchange, but no more. 
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(h) (A) Retreating with 8... Nf6 allows White a simple edge with 9 Bf4. (B) On 
8... Bf5 9 c4 Nb4 10 Bfi dxc4 11 Nc3! Nf6 (11...Nxc3 12 bxc3 Ne2 
13 Re5 +) 12 Bxc4 0-0 (12...Nc2 13 Nh4) 13 a3 Nc6 14 d5 +, Karpov— 
Portisch, Tilburg 1982. 


(i) 9 c4 Nf6! 10 cxd5 Bxf3 11 Qxf3 Qxd5 12 Qxd5 (12 Qg3 Qxd4 13 Nc3 0-0 
14 Nb5 Qg4 =, Sax—Yusupov, Thessaloniki Ol. 1984) 12...Nxd5 13 Be4 
0-0-0 14 Nc3 Bb4 =, Ljubojevié—Tal, Bugojno 1984. 


(j) 10... Qd6 11 Nfd2! 0-0-0 12 £3 Bh4 13 Rf1 Bh3 14 Qc2! Qg6 15 Nb3 Rhfs 
16 Na3 repulses the attack, Ivanchuk—Anand, Reggio Emilia 1988/89. 


(k) 11 Qxb7 Rf6 12 Qb3 Rg6 13 Nbd2 Rb8 14 Qc2 Bdé6 15 Kf1 Qfé is complex with 
chances for both sides, Rohlt—Nasri, World Youth Chp. 2003. 


Qi) 11...Na5 12 Qce2 Nc6 13 b4 a6 14 Rb1 +, Hydra-Adams, London 2005, Note 
12...¢5 13 Ne5 Bh5 14 f3 cxd4 15 fxe4 dxc3 16 exd5! cxd2 17 Bxd2 favors 
White. 


(m) 13 Qb5 Rb8 14 Qa4 Bd6é 15 h3 Bhd 16 Be2 Rg6 17 Kf1 and White made use of 
his extra pawn in Ivanchuk-Shirov, Dortniund 1998. The position is very 
complicated and most players will have trouble defending against Black’s at- 
tack, but a precise defense should gain White some advantage. 


(n) Timid play is 7 h3 Be7 8 0-0 0-0 9 Re1 Bfs =. 
(o) 7... Be7 transposes into column 1. 


(p) (A) 9 Nc3 Bxf3 10 Qxf3 Nxd4 11 Qe3t Ne6 12 cxd5 Nxd5 13 Nxd5 Qxd5 
14 Be4 Qb5 15 a4 Qa6 16 Rd1 Be7 17 b4 0-0 18 Qh3 g6 19 Bb2 Qc4! =, 
Kasparov—Karpov, World Chp. 1986. (B) Noteworthy is the simple 9 Be3, 
which keeps play in the position. 


(q) 12...Qxd4?! 13 Nc3 gives White a powerful initiative. After 12 ...Qd6 
13 Nc3 0-0 14 Bxc6 bxc6 15 Rd1 Rfe8 16 Qf3 Qe6 17 Bf4 +, Anand—Holzhaus, 
Mainz (simul) 2001. 


(t) (A) If White fails to exchange in the center he enters a long, sharp drawing 
variation—9 Nc3 Nxc3 10 bxc3 dxc4! 11 Bxc4 Bg4 12 Qd3 Nd7 13 Ng5 Nf6é 
14 h3 Bhs 15 £4 h6 16 g4 hxgs 17 fxg5 b5 18 Bb3 Nxg4 19 hxg4 Qd7! 20 gxh5 
Qe4t 21 Kf2 Rae8 22 Regi Qh4t 23 Kg2 Qh2t 24 Kf1 Bf4 25 Qf3 Re1t 26 Kxe1 
Qxgit 27 Ke2 Bxc1 28 Rxc1 Qxcl 29 g6 Re8t 30 Kd3 Qbit with perpetual 
check, A. Sokolov—Oll, USSR Chp. 1989. (B) 9 Re1 Bf5 10 cxd5 cxd5 11 Nc3 
Nxc3 12 bxc3 Bxd3 13 Qxd3 Re8 14 Bg5 Rxe1t 15 Rxe1 Qd7 =, Ni Hua— 
Motylev, China—Russia Summit 2006. 


(s) The main line, though many other moves can be played here—11. . . Nc6, 
11...Nd7,11...h6,11...Qe7. 


(t) 13 Rb5 Be7 14 h3 a6 15 Rxd5 Qxd5 16 hxg4 with compensation for the ex- 
change. One should note that the old line 12 ., . Nd7 runs into 13 Rxb7 Nb6 
14 Qc2! Bxf3 15 Bxh7t+ Kh8 16 gxf8 g6 (16... Qc8 17 Qf5 or 16... Qh4 
17 Bf5 +) 17 Qd2! Qh4 18 Qh6é +. 


(u) 10 Bxe4 dxe4 11 Qxe4 Re8 12 Qd3 Bg4 gives Black good play for the pawn. 


(v) Sharp tactics follow-after 10... Bg4 11 Ne5 Bxe5 12 dxe5 Nac5 13 £3 Nxd3 
14 Qxd3 Nc5 15 Qd4 Nb3 16 Qxg4 Nxai 17 Bh6é g6 18 Nc3 Qh6t 19 Rf2 Re8 
20 Qf4 with the attack for the exchange, Lahno-Sudakov, Russia 2005. 
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(w) 13 Qxc3 dxc4 14 Bg5 Qd7 15 Bxc4t Nd5 =, Leko-Shirov, Wijk aan Zee 2004. 


(x) Slightly better is 9... Nbd7 10 Nc3 Nf8 11 d5 Ng6 12 Re1 +, Tal-Smyslov, 
USSR Chp. 1981. In any case Black has a passive position. 


(y) 13 Bf4 Bd7 14 Qd2 with advantage in both space and mobility, xieber= 
Gheorghiu, Buenos Aires 1968. 
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PETROV’S DEFENSE 


1 e4 @5 2 Nf3 Nf6 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
3 NXe5 oo... csc cscccccersceens d4(h) 
d6(a) NX@4 ii ccc tii siete deve dies tel eeeeeneess exd4(u) 
4  Nf3(b) Bd3(i) e5 
Nxe4 OD Mo vevateivedaiatiasdeaes Nc6 Ne4 
5 Qe2.....eee Nc3(d) Nxe5 Bxe4(r) Qxd4 
Qe7 Nxc3 Nd7 ......... Bd6 d5 d5 
6 d3 dxc3 Nxd7(j) 0-0 Bg5! exd6 
Nf6 Be7 Bxd7 0-0 Qd7(s) Nxd6 
7  ‘Bgs Be3(e) 0-0 c4(n) Bd3 Ne3 
Qxe2t 0-0(£) Qh4(k) Bxe5(o) e4 Nc6 
8 Bxe2 Qd2 c4 dxe5 0-0 Qf4 
Be7 Nc6 0-0-0 Nc6 {6 g6 
9 Nc3 0-0-0 c5 cxd5(p) Bf4 Be3 
cé! Ne5 g5 Qxd5 exd3 Bg7 
10 0-0-0 Kb1 Ne3(l) Qcz Qxd3 0-0-0 
Na6 Re8 Bg7 Nb4 Bd6 0-0 
11 Rhe1 Nd4 g3 Bxe4 Reit h4 
Nc7(c) a6(g) Qh3(m) Nxc2(q) Kf7(t) hé(v) 


(a) 3... Nxe4? 4 Qe2 Qe7 5 Qxe4 dé 6 d4 wins a pawn. 


(b) (A) Ineffective is 4 Nc4 Nxe4 5 d4 d5 6 Ne3 Be6 7 Bd3 f5 8 0-0 Bd6é with equal 
chances, Paulsen—Schallopp, Frankfurt 1887. (B) Speculative but entertaining 
is the sacrifice 4 Nxf7, e.g. 4...Kxf7 5 Nce3 c5!? 6 Bc4t Be6 7 Bxe6t Kxe6 
8 d4 Kf7 9 dxc5 Nc6 with chances for both sides, Topalov-Kramnik, Linares 
1999. ‘ 


(c) 12 Bfl Ne6 13 Bd2 Bd7 =, Spassky—Petrosian, World Chp. 1969. Against rea- 
sonable defense 5 Qe2 produces no advantage. White is two tempi ahead in 
development, but can make no real use of them. 


(d) 5 c4 Nc6! 6 Nc3 (6 d4?! d5 7 Nc3 Bb4 8 Qc2 Qe7 9 Be3 Bf with threats) 
6...Nxc3 7 dxc3 Be7 8 Bd3 Bg4 9 Be4 Qd7 10 Be3 Bf5 =, Timman—Yusupov, 
match 1986. 


(e) 7 Bf4 0-0 8 Qd2 Nd7 9 0-0-0 Nc5 10 Nd4 Re8 11 f3 Ne6 12 Be3 Bg5 =, 
Dolmatov—Yusupov, USSR Chp. 1981. 


(f) (A) 7... d5?! 8 c4 dxc4 9 Qxd8t Bxd8 10 Bxc4 Bf6 11 0-0-0 +, Nunn— 
Mascarinas, Thessaloniki Ol. 1984. (B) Still good is the old plan 7... Nc6 
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8 Qd2 Bg4! 9 Be2 Qd7 10 0-0-0 0-0 =, Nimzovich—Marshall, St. Petersburg 
1914. 


(g) 12 f4 Ng4 13 Bd3 d5 14 Rhe1 Bh4 15 g3 Nxe3 =, Svidler-Anand, San Luis 
2005. 


(h) White has no serious alternatives to 3 Nxe5 and 3 d4, but he can play for sur- 
prise value: (A) 3 Nc3 Bb4 (3 . .. Nc6 transposes to the Four Knights’ Defense) 
4 Nxe5 0-0 5 Nd3 Bxc3 6 dxc3 Nxe4 7 Be2 d5 8 0-0 c6 9 Nf4 Bf5 10 c4 d4 
11 Bd3 Re8 12 £3 Nd6 =, Adams—Rozentalis, Aarhus 1997, (B) 3 Bc4 Nxe4 4 
Nc3 Nxc3 5 dxc3 f6! 6 Nh4?! (6 Nxe5? Qe7 wins, 6 0-0 d6 7 Nh4 g6 8 f4 Qe79 
f5 Qg7 =)6...g6 7 £4 c6! 8 f5 d5 +, Estay—Araya, Santiago 1998. 


(i) 4 dxe5 d5 5 Nbd2 Nxd2 6 Bxd2 Be7 7 Bf4 c5 8 c3 Nc6 9 Bd3 Be6 =, 
Short-Seirawan, Lugano 1986. 


(j) (A) 6 Qe2 Nxe5 7 Bxe4 dxe4 8 Qxe4 Be6 9 Qxe5 Qd7 10 Be3 Bb4t 11 c3 Bdé 
gives Black fair play for the pawn. (B) 6 Nxf7 Kxf7 (6. . .Qe7 0) 7 Qh5t Ke7 
8 Qe2 Kf7 =, Nunn-Balashov, Malta Ol. 1980. 


(k) The most active move. Other choices are: (A) 7... Bd6 8 c4 c6 9 cxd5 cxd5 
10 Qh5 0-0 11 Qxd5 Be6 12 Qh5 g6 13 Qh3 Ng5 (13... Bb4!?) 14 Qg4 Ne6 
15 Bh6 Re8 16 Nc3 Bf4 (16... Nxd4 17 Rad1 leaves White a small initiative) 
17 Bxf4 Qxd4 18 Be4 f5 19 Qd1 Qxd1 20 Rfxd1 fxe4 21 Be3 +, Kasparov— 
Piket, Wijk aan Zee 1999. (B) 7... Be7 8 c4 Nf6 9 Nc3 Be6 10 c5 0-0 11 Bf4 c6 
12 h3 Re8 13 Re1 &, Svidler—Yusupov, Kazan 1997, 


(1) (A) 10 Be3 Re8 11 Nd2 Bg7 12 Nf3 Qh5 13 Nxg5! +, Kasparov—Ivanchuk, De- 
brecen 1992, but Black could try 11...Nxd2 or 10... Nf6 11 Nd2 Rg8 ~, 
I, Gurevich—Barua, Hastings 1993. (B) 10 £3 Nf6 11 Be3 Re8 12 Qd2 Rgs =. 


(m) 12 Nxe4 dxe4 13 Bxe4 Bb5 14 Bxg5 Rxd4 15 Bg2 Qf5 16 Qb3 c6 17 Be3 Bxf1 
18 Rxf1, Hraéek-Haba, Czech Republic 1998; now instead of 18...Rd7 
19 Qa4 a6 20 Bxc6!, Black should play Alex Ivanov’s 18... Rhd8! with 
equality. 


(n) 7 Nc3 Nxc3 8 bxc3 Nd7 9 Nxd7 Bxd7 10 Qh5 f5 11 Re1 c6 12 Bg5 Qc7 witha 
very small edge to White, Anand—Topalov, Dortmund 2005. 


(o) 7...c6?! allows White to build his initiative easily—8 Nc3 Nxc3 9 bxc3 Bxe5 
(else 10 f4 with a strong attack) 10 dxe5 dxc4 11 Bxc4 Qxd1 12 Rxd1 Bfs 
13 Ba3 with a clear advantage in the endgame, Mardéczy—Marshall, Paris 1900. 


(p) 9 Bf4 Nb4 10 Na3 Nc5 11 Bb1 dxc4 12 Nxc4 Be6 = (van der Wiel). 


(q) 12 Bxd5 Bf5! 13 g4! Bxg4 14 Be4 Nxal 15 Bf4 f5 16 Bd5t Khs8 17 Rel c6 18 Bg2 
Rfd8 19 Nd2 Rxd2 (19... h6?! 20 h4 Rd3?! 21 Bfl! Rd4 22 Be3 Rd5 
23 Rxa1 +) 20 Bxd2 Rd8 21 Bc3 Rd1t 22 Rxd1 Bxd1 and though a draw is 
likely, White has some winning chances in the endgame because of the knight 
on al, e.g. 23 f4 Nc2 24 Kf2 Kg8 25 a4 a5 26 Bfi!? Nb4?! 27 Bxb4 axb4 28 Bc4t 
Kf8 29 a5! +, Nielsen—Viksma, corr. 1995. 


(rt) (A) 5 Nxe5 Nxe5 6 dxe5 d5 7 exd6 Nxd6 8 Nc3 Be6 9 Qf3 g6 =, Sutovsky— 
Ponomariov, Calvia Ol. 2004. (B) 5 d5 Nc5 6 dxc6 e4 =, 


(s) (A) 6... £67 7 Nxe5 dxe4 8 Qh5t +. (B) 6... Qd6 7 dxe5! Qb4t 8 Nc3 dxe4 
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9 a3 Qad 10 Nd4 Nxed 11 0-0 with attacking chances (albeit in a sharp posi- 
tion), Palac—Kos, Austria 1995. 


(t) 12 Qd2 Rf8 13 Nc3 Bb4 14 Re2 +, Milu—lIonescu, Romania 1995. 


(u) 3... d5 4 exd5 exd4 5 Bb5t c6 6 Qe2t Be7 7 dxc6 bxc6 8 Bc4 0-0 9 0-0 Bg4 
10 c3! leaves White the better pawn structure, Prues—Butler, corr. 1960. 


(v) 12 Bc5 Be6 13 Bb5 a6 14 Bxc6 bxc6 15 Bd4 +, Ivanchuk—Akopian, Lucerne 
1997, 
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SCOTCH GAME 


1 e4 eS 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 exd4 


Y Gp Z 
Ley: 


ry awemay 


Y 


HE SCOTCH GAME RECEIVED ITS NAME from a celebrated correspondence 
match between London and Edinburgh in 1824, though of course 

the three opening moves are centainly centuries older. The 
straightforward developmental logic behind the opening made it main- 
stream in the ninteenth century. The lack of strategical depth and simple 
responses by Black led to its decline in the twentieth century. The Scotch 
was revived when Garry Kasparov took a close look at it and decided to 
play it in three successive World Championship matches (1990, 1993, 
1995). This caused a reevaluation, and theory changed to regard the 
Scotch as one of the best alternatives to the Ruy Lopez. Today the opening 
sees regular use from club players and fair use from grandmasters. 

The move 3 d4 more or less forces Black to give up the center with 
3... exd4, Black must then decide whether to attack the e-pawn (with ei- 
ther 4...Nf6 or 4...Qh4), or to develop (with 4... Bc5 or another 
move). Columns 1-6 deal with the old main line in which Black plays 
4... Nf6 and after 5 Nc3, pins with 5... Bb4. Columns 1-4 have similar 
contours—Black has a center pawn on d5 while White points his pieces at 
the kingside. The exchange at f6 in column 2 is a typical Scotch ending— 
White has the better pawn structure, Black the two bishops. Columns 5-6 
feature early divergences by White and Black. __ 

Columns 7~9 feature the modern variation, 5 Nxc6 followed by 6 65. 
This is the most aggressive line which has caused renewed interest in the 
Scotch, Though it is sharp, Black currently seems to be holding his/her 
own. Columns 10-12 show 4,..Bc5 met by 5 Nxc6. This line has also 
new ideas. 

Columns 13-16 feature the old 5 Be3 while columns 17~18 are the 
relatively new 5 Nb3. Positional rather than tactical motifs dominate this 
page. Columns 19-20 show early deviations by both White and Black. 
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Columns 21—22 analyze the Steinitz line 4... Qh4. This attempt at pawn 
grabbing has been around for more than a century, and even though 
Black’s position often looks dubious, no really clear refutation is known. 
Finally, columns 23-24 are the Scotch Gambit. Black can accept it or 
dodge it with reasonable prospects. 
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SCOTCH GAME 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 exd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 Bb4(a) 
6 Nxc6 bxc6 7 Bd3 d5(b) 8 exd5 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
CXO5 becca onan edeetsaaiicbasee stern nde vee tnceeaeadiea ts Qe7t 
9 ORO ckadiccu ed lats noted ean cde onl Saha ied eke Mawan cease ee Qe2t Qe2(u) 
0-0 Be7(p) Qxe2(v) 
10 =Bgs 0-0(q) Kxe2 
COs isvaadiaciiment eiei An tara riin cane Be6(1) 0-0 Nxd5(w) 
11 OFS (6) see tas Na4 Qf3(m) Rel Nxd5(x) 
B@7 33 casi tes Bd6 h6(h) Be7 Re&(r) cxd5 
12 Rae1 Ne2(e) Bh4 h3 Bg5 Bb5t 
Re8&(d) Be5(f) Re&(i) h6(n) Bg4 Bd7 
13 Ne2 Rab1 c4 Bf4. Qe5(s) Bxd7t 
Bg4 he Rba(j) c5 c6 Kxd7 
14 Qf Bf4 Rel Rfd1 Qez3 Rdi(y) 
Bxe2 Re8 Be6 d4 Bh5 Rhe8t 
15 Rxe2 Bxe5 cxd5 Ne4 Qh4 Be3 
Nh5 = Rxe5(g) Bxd5(k) Nd5(o) Bg6(t) Kc6(z) 


(a) Alternatives are: (A) 5... Bc5 6 Nxc6 bxc6 7 Bd3 d6 8 0-0 Ng4 9 Bf4 g5 
10 Bd2 Qf6 11 Qe2 +, Miles—Sorin, Matanzas 1995. (B) 5... Nxe46 Nxe4 Qe7 
7 £3 d5 8 Bb5 Bd7 9 Bxc6 bxc6 10 0-0 dxe4 11 fxe4 +, Pukshansky-V. Ivanov, 
Leningrad 1974. 


(b) 7...0-080-0 Re8 9 Bg5 h6 10 Bh4 Be7 11 Qf3 d6 =, Mahmoud—Mounib, Novi 
Sad 1990. 


(c) 11 Ne2 h6é 12 Bh4 Bd6 13 Nd4 c5 14 Nf5 Bxf5 15 Bxf5 g5 =, Zvedenlouk— 
D’Amoure, Australian Open 2004. 


(d) (A) 12...h6 13 Bc1 + (13 Bxh6 gxh6 14 Qe3 d4 15 Qxh6 Qd6 16 Qg5t 
Khs =). (B) 12...Be6 13 Nd1 h6 14 Bel Bd6 15 Ne3 +, Zhuravlev— 
Shekhtman, Leningrad 1975. The column is Condie-Thomas, Oakham 1986. 


(e) (A) 12 Bxf6 Qxf6 13 Qxf6 gxf6 14 Rad1 Be6 =, Hort—Portisch, Monte Carlo 
1968. (B) 12 Rfe1 Rb8 13 Na4 h6 14 Bxf6 Qxf6 15 Qxf6 gxf6 16 Rad1 =, Nunn- 
Sulkis, Moscow 1994. 


(f) 12...Bg413 Bxf6 Bxf3 14 Bxd8 Bxe2 =, Skripchenko—Gustafsson, Germany 
2004. 


(g) 16 Qf4 Rg5 17 Ng3 Be6 =, Areschchenko-I. Sokolov, Istanbul 2003. 


(h) (A) 11... Be6 12 c3 Be7 13 Rel Re8 14 b4 Nd7 15 Bxe7 Qxe7 16 Qd2 a5 =, 
Z. Almasi—Shirov, Dortmund 1998, (B) 11... Bd6 12 c4 (12 Qf3 would trans- 
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pose to column 2) 12 ...h6 13 Bh4 Bg4 14 Qc? Be6 =, Zsu. Polgar—Xie Jun, 
Jaen 1996. 


(i) (A) 12... Be7 13 Re1 Be6 14 c3 Nd7 =, Arkhipov—Mi. Tseitlin, Moscow 1992. 
(B) 12... Bd6 13 Re1 Rb8 14 b3 Be6 15 Qf3 Rb4 =, Zelcic—Gustafsson, Calvia 
OL 2004. 


(j) Also 13... Be6 14 c5 Qe7 15 Rc1 =, Hector-Skembris, Greece 1992. 


(k) After 16 Be4 Re6 17 b3 Qa5d chances are even, Topalov-Skembris, Burgas 
1992, 


(1) (A) 10...Be7 is an interesting sacrifice. After 11 Bxf6 Bxf6 12 Qh5 g6 
13 Qxd5 Be6 Black has some compensation, Hoi—Short, Dubai 1986. 
(B) 10... Bxc3 11 bxc3 h6 12 Bh4 Re8 13 c4 +, Trifunovié—Pachmann, Bu- 
dapest 1948, 


(m) 11 Nb5 c5 12 a3 Ba5 13 b4 cxb4 (13... Bb6 14 bxc5 Bxc5 +, Grushevsky— 
Purgin, Russia 1993) 14 Qe1 bxa3 15 Bxf6 gxf6 16 Qe3 Bb6 17 Qhé f5 is about 
even (Yakovié). 


(n) 12...c6 13 Ne2 Nd7 14 Bxe7 Qxe7 15 Rfel Nc5 16 Nd4 Qd6 17 Bf5 g6 
18 b4 +, Estevez—Rivera, Cuba 1988, 


(0) 16 Bd2 with a slight edge for White, Radulov—Lukacs, Baile Herculaine 1982. 


(p) 9... Be6 10 Bb5t Kfs 11 0-0 Qd6 12 Qf3 Bg4 13 Qf4 d414 a3 Bc5 15 Na4 Qxf4 
16 Bxf4 Bd6 17 Bxd6+t cxc6 18 £3 Bf5 19 Rfd1 +, Svidler~Arencibia, Moscow 
1994. 


(q) 10 Bg5 0-0 11 0-0-0 c6 12 Rhe1 Bdé 13 h3 hé6 =, Kroeze-Bosman, Dutch Ghp: 
2005. 


(rt) Possible is 11... Be6 12 Bg5 h6é 13 Bh4 c6, L.B. Hansen—Pinter, Copenhagen 
1995; now instead of 14 Na4? Rc8 15 Bg3 Qa5d +, 14 Bg3 would be = (Pinter). 


(s) 13 Qd2 cS 14 Re5, a suggestion of Krasenkow’s, produces a position where 
chances are balanced. 


(t) 16 Bxg6 fxg6 17 Qh3 Bf8 18 Re6 Qc8 with chances for both sides, Istratescu— 
Krasenkow, Yerevan 1996. 


(u) 9 Kf1 cxd5 10 Bg5 c6 11 Qf3 0-0 (not 11... h6? 12 Bb5t, Velimirovié—Lukié, 
Yugoslavia 1962) 12 Rei =, Myashikov-Shamaev, USSR 1956. 9 Be2 is an 
untested idea of Thdakowsr" Ss. 


(v) Several other moves are plausible here: (A) 9... cxd5 10 Qxe7t Kxe7 11 a3 Bcd 
12 Na4 Bd6 13 Be3 +, Spangenberg—Kamsky, Buenos Aires 1993. (B) 9... Nxd5 
10 Qxe7 Kxe7 11 a3 Bxc3t 12 bxc3 Be6 13 0-0-f6, Lautier—Karpov, Biel 1992; 
now 14 Bd2 Kf7 15 Rfb1 Rab8 16 Rb3 is a small plus for White (Karpov). 


(w) 10... cxd5 11 Nb5 Ba5 12 Bf4 c5 13 Bc7 Bxc7 14 Nxc7 Kd8 15 Nxa8 c4 is un- 
clear, van Houtte—Flear, Brussels 1987. 


(x) 11 Bd2 Rb8 12 Rhe1 Be6 =, Mueller—Aleksandrov,.Oakham 1992. 


(y) 14 Be3 Ba5 15 Rac Rab8 16 b3 Bc3 17 Rhd1 c6 18 Rd3 was also good for 
White in Rublevsky—Aleksandrov, Oakham 1992. 


(z) 16 c4 dxc4 17 Rd4 Bad 18 Rc1 =, Oll—Beliavsky, Manila 1992. 
107 


SCOTCH GAME 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 exd4 4 Nxd4 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
NIG i iitascaas Seecaieeviiaaaiedhsdgarens Bcd 
5 Nxc6 Nxc6 
bxc6 Qfé(m) 
6 ed(a) Qd2(n) 
Qe7(b) AXC6(O) ........cccceeveces Qxc6 
7 Qe2 Nc3 Bd3(x) 
Nd5 Be6........4. Ne7(t) Nfé(y) 
8 cA(c) Na4 Qf4 0-0 
Ba@(d) i: ciscscececeseedeces Nb6 Rd&(p) Ng6(u) 0-0 
9 Db8&(e)........ Nd2 Nd2(k) Bd3 Qxfé b4 
g5(f) g6 Qe6 Bd4 gxf6 Bd4 
10 Ba3(g) Qe4 b3 c3(q) Bd2(v) c3 
d6 Nb6(i) a5 Bxf2t(r) Rg8 Bb6 
11 exd6 Bd3 Bb2 Qxf2 Na4 c4 
Qxe2t Bg7 a4 Rxd3 Bd6é a5 
12 Bxe2 0-0 Qe3 Qxf6 0-0-0 Nc3 
Bg7(h) 0-0()) axb3(1) Nxf6(s) Be6(w) axb4(z) 


(a) The alternatives present few problems: (A) 6 Nd2 Bc5 7 Bd3 0-0 8 0-0.d5 
9 exd5 cxd5 10 Nf3 Bg4 11 Bg5 Re8 =, Kokanovié—Durié¢, corr. 1990. (B) 6 Bd3 
d5 7 exd5 (7 e5 Ng4 8 0-0 Bc5 9 Qe2 Qe7 =, Minasian—Bachmatov, USSR 1986) 
7... cxd5 8 0-0 Be7 9 Nc3 0-0 =, Stanojevié—Davidovié, Dortmund 1988. 


(b) (A) 6...Ne4 7 Qf3 Nc5d (7...Ng5 and 7...Qh4 are no better) 8 Bc4 Ne6 
9 Bxe6 fxe6 10 Qh5t + (Gutman). (B) 6...Nd5 7 Bd3 d6é 8 exd6 Bxd6 
(8... cxd6 9 0-0 Be7 10 Be4 + [Keres]) 9 0-0 0-0 10 Re1 is somewhat better for 
White. 


(c) (A) 8 Nd2 Qe6 7 Nf3 a5 8 Qe4 Qg6 =, Svidler-—Smagin, Novgorod 1995, 
(B) 8 h4 f6 9 c4 Ba6 10 Rh3 0-0-0 =, Landa—Garcia, Bayamo 1989. (C) 8 g3 g6 
9 c4 Ba6 10 Nd2 Bg7 11 f4 0-0 =, Milov—Pinter, Gérmany 1994. 


(d) 8... Qb4t 9 Nd2 Nf4 10 Qe3 Ne6 11 Bd3 Qb6 12 Qg3 was better for White in 
Smagin—Murey, Vienna 1991. 


(e) 9 g3 g6 10 b3 Bg7 11 Bbz2 transposes into note (f), but Black could also try 
9... 0-0-0 10 b3 g5. 


(f) Rejuvinated is 9... g6 10 b3 Bg7 11 Bb2 0-0 12 Bg2 Rae8 13 0-0 Bxe5 14 Bxe5 
Qxe5 15 Qxe5 Rxe5 16 cxd5 Bxf1 17 Kxf1 cxd5 18 Nc3 c6 =, Rublevsky— 
Tseshkovsky, Russian Chp. 2005. This seems Black’s surest equalizing line. 
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(g) 10 g3 Bg7 11 Bb2 0-0-0 12 Nd2 Nb4 13 Nf3 c5 =, Mueller—Volke, Bundseliga 
2004, 


(h) After 13 cxd5 Bxe2 14 Kxe2 Bxa1 chances are even, Kasparov—Anand, New 
York 1995. 


(i) Also 10... £5 11 exf6 Nxf6 12 Qxe7t Bxe7 =, Shadrina—Pokorna, Szeged Cup 
2006. 


(j) Black is for choice, Beliavsky—Nikolié, Munich 1994, If 13 f4?! now, then 
13 ....d6 + (Sax). 


(k) 9 Nc3 Qe6 10 Qe4 Bb4 11 Bd2 =, J. Polgar—Piket, Aruba 1995, Also 9...g6 
10 Ne4 Qe6 11 Nf6t Kd8 12 Bd2 Ba6 13 b3 d5 is about even, van der Wiel— 
G. Garcia, Wijk aan Zee 1996. 


(1) 13 axb3 Rxai1 14 Bxa1 +, Svidler—I. Sokolov, Groningen 1995. 
(m) 5... bxc6 6 Bd3 Ne7 7 0-0 0-0 8 Nd2 + (Gutman). 
(n) Infrequently seen and causing fewer problems are 6 Qe2, 6 Qf3, and 6 f4. 


(0) 6... bxc6 7 Bd3 Ne7 8 Nc3 0-0 9 0-0 d6 10 e5! +, Reinaldo—Azmaiparashvili, 
Hermanas 2003. 


(p) 8... Bd6 9 Qe3 Nh6 10 h3 0-0 11 Be2 =, Zsu. Polgar—Xie Jun, Jaen 1996. 


(q) 10 0-0 Qh4 (10... b5 11 c3 bxa4 12 cxd4 Qxd4 13 Qg5 Ne7 =) 11 Qf4 Qhs 
12 Qg3 Ne7 13 Be3 Bf6 =, Zsu. Polgar—Xie Jun, Jaen 1996. 


(r) 10... b5 11 cxd4 Qxd4 12 Be2 bxa4 13 Qxd4 Rxd4 14 Be3 is a big edge for 
White, Rublevsky—Kupreichik, Russia 1996. 


(s) 13 Nc5 Rd8 14 Nxb7 Rb8 =, Rublevsky—Anand, Moscow 1996. 


(t) (A) 7... Qe7 8 Qg5 Nf6 9 Be3 Bxe3 10 Qxe3 Be6 11 h3 Nd7 12 Be2 with a 
small edge for White, Leko—Svidler, Linares 1999. (B) 7...Nh6 8 Qf4 Qe7 
9 Be3 Bd6 10 Qe5 £6 11 Qh5t Nf7 12 £4 Bb4 13 Bd3 +, Rublevsky—Ibragimov, 
Russia 1996. 


(u) (A) 8. . . Be6 9 Qxf6 gxf6 10 Na4 Bb4t 11 c3 Bd6 12 Be3 bé6 =, Deep 
Fritz—Kramnik, match 2002. (B) 8... Qe6 9 Bd3 0-0 10 0-0 Ng6 11 Qg3 Qd6 
12 Bd2 f5 is about equal, Nunn—Flear, Hastings 1996. 


(v) 10 Na4 Bd6 11 Be3 f5 12 exf5 Bxf5 13 0-0-0 0-0-0 =, Relange—Onischuk, Halle 
1995, 


(w) After 13 Nc3 0-0-0 14 g3 Bg4 15 Be2 Ne5 16 Bf4 Bh3 Black’s activity compen- 
sates for his pawn weaknesses, Kasparov—Topalov, Las Palmas 1994, 


(x) 7 Nc3 Nf6 8 Bd3 0-0 9 0-0 Re8 10 Qd1 b6 11 Bf4 Bb7 12 Bb5 Qe6 13 e5 Nd5d =, 
Illescas—Korchnoi, Wijk aan Zee 1997. 


(y) 7...Ne7 8 0-0 0-0 9 b4 Bd4 10 c3 Bf6 11 Qe2 Qe6 12 f4 d6 13 Be3 +, 
Azmaiparashvili-Gomez Esteban, Pamplona 1996. 


(z) 13 Nd5 Nxd5 14 exd5 Qf6 15 Bb2 Qh6 16 Qxh6 gxh6 =, Rublevsky—Grischuk, 
French League 2004. | 
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SCOTCH GAME 


1 e4 e&5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 exd4 4 Nxd4 Bc5 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
5 BO ssevseticisschs nedendeeteivaacditatreaeaaleheemaees Nb3 
Qfé6(a) Bb6.......... Bb4t 
6 c3(b) aA(o) c3(t) 
NBO7 soilaileienieilee ies Qg6 a6(p) Be7 
7 BCS ease os g3(i) Nd2(l) Nc3 c4(u) 
NeS(c).....5. 0-0 d5(j) Nge7(m) dé Nf6 
8 Be2 0-0 Bg2 h4 Nd5(q) Nc3 
Qg6 Bb6(g) dxe4(k) Bxd4 Ba7 0-0 
9 0-0 Ne2(h) Nd2 cxd4 Qe2(r) Be2(v) 
dé(d) d6 Bxd4 d5 Nge7 Re8& 
10 £3(e) Nd2 cxd4 h5 Bg5 0-0(w) 
0-0 Be6 0-0 Qe6 0-0 a5 
11 Khi1 Qhs5 Nxe4 hé 0-0-0 a4 
d5 Ng6 Qg6 g6 {6 dé 
12 Nd2 g3 0-0 Rh4 Bh4 Be3 
dxe4(f) Rae8 = Be6 = 0-0(n) Be6(s) Nd7(x) 


(a) 5... Bb6 is met most sharply by 6 Nf5. After 6 ...Bxe3 7 Nxe3 Nf6 8 Nc3 
0-0 9 Qd2 White was better in Smagin-—Unzicker, Dortmund 1992, and if 
6...d5 7 Nxg7t Kf8 8 Bxbé =. 


(b) 6 Nb5 is the Blumenfeld Variation. After 6... Bxe3 7 fxe3 Qh4t 8 g3 Qd8 
9 Qg4 Kfs 10 Qf4 dé it is about even, Mieses—Schelfout, Amsterdam 1946. 
8... Qxe4 is risky but perhaps playable. 


(c) 7... b6 8Qd2 Qg6 9f3 Ne5 10 Bf1 d5 11 b4 Bd 12 f4 Ng4 13 e5 Bxed 14 fxe5 
Qe4, Handoko-Speelman, Moscow 1994, is a wild position but probably 
chances are even. 


(d) (A) 9...d5 10 Bhd Bg4 11 Bxg6 Bxd1 12 Bxf7t Kxf7 13 Rxd1 Nc4 14 b4 Bb6 
15 Nd2 Nxe3 16 fxe3 Rhe8 17 c4 dxc4 18 Nxc4 +, Rublevsky—Grétarsson, 
Yerevan 1996, (B) 9... 0-0 10 Nd2 d6 11 Bh5 Qfé 12 £4 N5c6 =, Sveshnikov— 
Jandemirov, Russia 1995. 


(e) 10 Kh1 Qxe4 11 Nd2 Qg6 12 Nb5 0-0 13 Nxc7 Rb8 14 Nc4 Nxe4 15 Bxc4 Bxe3 
16 fxe3 Bf5 17 Nd5 Rbe& =, Rublevsky—Svidler, Russian Chp. 1998. 


(f) 13 fxe4 Bg4 14 h3 Bxe2 =, Charbonneau—Adams, Nottingham 2005. 


(g) 8... Qg6 9 Nd2 Bxd4 10 cxd4 d5 11 exd5 Nb4 12 Bf4 Nbxd5 and chances are 
about even, J. Polgar—Piket, Tilburg 1996. 
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(h) (A) 9 Kh1 Rd8 10 Qh5 h6 11 Nd2 d5 =, Kasparov-Kamsky, Tilburg 1991. 
(B) 9 Na3 d6 10 Ndb5 a6 11 Nxd6 Bxe3 = (Kuzman). (C) 9 Bb3 Na5 10 Bc2 Nc4 
11 Bc1 d5 =, J. Polgar—-Granda-Zunig, Madrid 1992. The column is 
Berg—Ivanchuk, Tallinn 2006. 


(i) Some other possibilities here are 7 Qd2, 7 Be2, and 7 Nc2. 


(j) (A) 7...b6 8 Bg2 Bb7 9 0-0 0-0-0 10 Qa4 =+, Sveshnikov—Kozyrev, 
Chelyabinsk 1975. (B) 7... d6 8 Bg2 0-0 9 0-0 Ne5 10 h3 Nc4 11 Be1 Neé + 
Palosh—Spassky, Dubai 1986. 


(k) 8... Nxd4 9 cxd4 Bb4t 10 Nc3 Bxc3t 11 bxc3 dxe4 12 Bxe4 0-0 13 0-0 c6 
14 Qb3 +, Shabalov—Cox, Isle of Man 2006. The column is Muhren— 
V. Georgiev, Wijk aan Zee 2005. 


(1) 7 Qf3 Bxd4 8 cxd4 Nb4! =, Rublevsky—Romanishin, Warsaw 2005. 
(m) 7... Nf6 8 f3 d5 9 Bb5 Bxd4 10 Bxd4 dxe4 =, Berg—Hector, Reykjavik 1996. 


(n) 13 g3 dxe4, Pavasovié-Skembris, Asti 1996; now 14 Rxe4 would keep 
chances balanced. 


(o) 6 Nc3 is also played. After6 ...d6, 7 a4 a6 would transpose, while 7 Nd5 Nf6 
is fine for Black, Kupreichik—Razuvaev, USSR 1977, 


(p) (A) 6...a5 7 Nc3 d6 8 Nd5 Ba7 9 Bb5 Bd7 100-0 Ne5 11 Bd2 Nf6é 12 Bxa5 
Nxd5 13 exd5 +, van der Wiel—Gulko, Amsterdam 1987. (B) 6... Qf6 7 Qe2 
a6 8 Nc3 Nge7 9 a5 Ba7 10 Be3 Bxe3 11 Qxe3 d6 12 0-0-0 0-0 =, Ljubojevié— 
Karpov, Bugojno 1980. 


(q) 8 Be2 h6 9 0-0 Nf6 10 a5 Ba7 11 Khi 0-0 12 {4 Be6 13 Ra4 Re8 14 h3 Qd7 
15 Qd3 with even chances, Ljubojevié—Beliavsky, Tilburg 1981. 


(r) 9 Be3 Bxe3 10 Nxe3 Nf6 11 Bd3 0-0 12 0-0 Re8 13 f3 Be6 =, van der Wiel— 
Gomez Estaban, Linares 1995. 


(s) 13 f4 Qd7 14 h3 Rae8 15 Qd2 =, Shvertel—Leezan, corr. 1982. 


(t) 6 Bd2 a5 7 a3 Bxd2t 8 Qxd2 Nf6 9 Nc3 0-0 10 0-0-0 d6 11 Be2 Bd7 =, 
Radulov—Smejkal, Vrbas 1997, 


(u) (A) 7 £4 d6 8 Bd3 Bh4t 9 g3 BE6 10 Be3 h5 11 h3 g5 12 Qd2 gxf4 13 gxf4 Nge7 
14 Na3 Bh4t 15 Bf2 Ng6 draw, Hiibner—Spassky, Linares 1985. (B) 7 Bf4 d6é 
8 c4 Nf6 9 Nc3 0-0 10 Be2 may give White a pull, Baklan—Grischuk, Yerevan 
2001. 


(v) 9. a3 d6 10 Be2 Re8 11 0-0 Nd7=, S, Garcia—Smejkal, Novi Sad 1976. 


(w) 10 £3 a5 11 a4 d6 12 0-0 Nd7 13 Be3 Bf6 and Black is very comfortable, 
Ivanovié—T. Petrosian, Tallinn 1979. 


(x) 13 Nb5 Bf6 14 Qc2 Nb4 15 Qd2 b6 16 Rad1 Bb7 17 f3 Ncd with roughly even 
chances, Ljubojevié—Gligorié, Nikéié 1978. 


SCOTCH GAME 


1 e4 eS 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 exd4 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
4 NXd4 3 iededescelii cried shies Hani ealeteeosvanie ee veecds Bc4 Scotch 
BOS viscveees. Nge7(d) Qh4 Bc5(q) Gambit 
5 Nfs Bc4(e) Nb®5(j) c3 
d6(a) Nxd4 Bb4t(k)..... Bc5 dxc3(r)...... d3 
6 Nxg7t Qxd4 Bd2(l) Qe2(p) Bxf7+(s) b4 
Kfs Nc6 Qxe4t(m) Bb6 Kxf7 Bb6 
7 Nhs Qd5 Be2 Be3 Qd5t+ Qb3(v) 
Qh4 Qfé Kd8a(n) Ba5t Kfs Qfé(w) 
8 Ng3 0-0 0-0 Nd2 Qxc5t 0-0 
Nf6 Ned5(f) Bxd2 a6 Qe7(t) d6 
9 Be2 Be2(g) Nxd2 Nd4 Qxe7t(u) a4 
Ned c6 Qf4(o) Nxd4 Ngxe7 a6 
10 Nc3(b) Qb3 g3 Bxd4 Nxc3 a5(x) 
Neg4 Ng6(h) Qh6é Bxd2t d5 Ba7 
11 Bxg4 f4 Nc4 Qxd2 exd5 bs 
Nxg4(c) BeSt(i) Nge7 = Qxe4at + = axb5(y) 


(a) Sharpest is (A) 5...d5! 6 Nxg7t Kf8 7 Nh5 Qh4 8 Ng3 Nf6 9 Be2 dxe4 =, 
Putler—D’Amore, Calvia Ol. 2004, (B) 5... Qf6 6 Nc3 Nge7 7 Ne3 +, Timman— 
Hiibner, Sarajevo 1991. (C) 5... g6 6 Ne3 Nf6 7 Nc3 0-0 8 Bd3 +, Timman— 
Smyslov, Bugojno 1986. 


(b) (A) 10 £3?! Rg8 11 Kd2 d5 +. (B) 10 b4 Bxb4t 11 ¢c3 Bc5 12 Ba3 Nxe4 13 Bxc5 
Nxc5 +, Timman—Borm, Netherlands 1985. 


(c) After 12 Qf3 (12 Rf1 Rg8 13 Na4 Nxh2 14 Nxc5 =, Timman—Karpov, Brussels 
1988) 12... Bxf2t 13 Ke2 Bxg3 14 Qxg3 Qxg3 =, Kues—Homuth, Germany 
1995. 


(d) Other unusual moves here are 4...d6,4...g6, 4...Qf6, 4... Bb4t, and 
4...Nxd4. 


(e) Reasonable alternatives are: (A) 5 Be3 Nxd4 6 Bxd4 Nc6 7 Be3 Bb4t 8 Nd2 Qe7 
9 Bd3 Ned =, S. Arkell—Condie, Edinburgh 1988. (B) 5 Nc3 Nxd4 6 Qxd4 Nc6 
7 Qe3 Nb4 8 Bd3 Be7 9 Nd5 +, Schmidt—Velimirovié, Polanica Zdroj 1964. © 


(f) 8... Bb4 9 a3 Ba5 10 Bd2 Bb6 11 Bc3 Qg6 12 Nd2 d6 13 Kh1 Be6 with even 
chances, van der Wiel—Tkachiev, Wijk aan Zee 1995. 


(g) If 9 Bb3 c6 10 Qad d6 11 f4 Ng6 Black has counterplay. 


(bh) van der Wiel-I. Sokolov, Groningen 1994 went 10...h5 11 Qc3 g5 12 Bxg5 
Qxg5 13 £4 Qe7 14 Qxc5 +, 
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(i) 12 Khi d6 is equal according to I. Sokolov. 


(j) 5 Nc3 Bb4 6 Nbd5 Qxe4t 7 Be2 Bxc3t 8 bxc3 Kd8 9 0-0 Nf3 10 Be3 d6 is about 
equal, Kulaots—Bach, Bergen 2002. 


(k) Steinitz’s 5... Qxe4t isn’t played much nowadays as White gains definite 
compensation for the pawn. Still, pawn-grabbers may try it, e.g. 6 Be3 Qed 
7 Qe2 Kd8 8 N1ic3 a6 9 Nxc7 Qxc7 10 Nd5 Qa5t 11 c3 with chances to both 
sides, S. Arkell—Hugue, England 1989. 

(1) 6 c3 Bad 7 Nd2 a6 8 Na3 Bb6 =, Radulov—Trapl, Decin 1976. 


(m)6...Bc5 7 Qe2 d6 8 g3 Qd8 9 Be3 Bxe3 10 Qxe3 Nf6 is about even, 
Barbero—Wells, Graz 1991. 


(n) (A) 7... Qxg2 8 Bf3 Bxd2t 9 Nxd2 Qh3 10 Bxc6 +, Gallagher—Costa, Berne 
1991. (B) 7... Qe5 8 0-0 Nf6 9 Rel + (Steinitz). 


(o) 9...Qe5 10 Rel Nf6 11 Bc4 Qf5 +, Sveshnikov—Sarmek, Bled 1994. The col- 
umn is Botterill-Staples, Manchester 1974, where White has enough com- 
pensation for the pawn. 


(p) 6 Qf3 Nd4 7 Nxd4 Bxd4 8 c3 Bbé6 =, Sibarevié—Chiburdanidze, Banja Luka 
1985. In the column White’s initiative more than compensates for the lost 
pawn. 


(q) 4... Nf6 is covered in the Two Knights’ Defense. 
(r) For 5... Nf6 see the Giuoco Piano. 
(s) 6 Nxc3 d6 7 Bg5 Qd7 = (but 7... Nge7 8 Nd5 f6 9 Bxf6! + [Keres]). 


(t) 8...d6 9 Qc4! Qe7 10 Nxc3 Nf6 11 0-0 Bg4 12 Nd4 +, Samulevicius— 
Beekhuls, Dutch Chp. 2000. 


(u) After 9 Qxc3 Qb4 the endgame is about equal. The column is Schlechter— 
Spielmann, Mannheim 1914. 


(v) Another way to play is 7 0-0 d6 8 Bg5 f6 9 Bh4 Nh6 10 a4 a5 11 b5 Ned =, 
V. Khenkin-Kholodkevich, USSR 1957. 


(w) 7...Qe7 80-0 d6 9 a4 a6 10 a5 Ba7 11 Bg5 Nf6, Schlechter—Janowski, 1898; 
now 12 b5 axb5 13 a6 is very good for White. 


(x) 10 Bb2 Nge7 11 a5 Ba7 12 Bd3 0-0 13 c4 Nd4 14 Nxd4 Bxd4 15 Nc3 Be6 
16 Kh1 +, Domingues—Valkarsel, Las Palmas 1972. 


(y) If instead 11...Ne5 12 Nxe5 dxe5 13 bxa6 bxa6 14 Qa4 Bd7 15 Qd1 leaves 
White a small edge, Sveshnikov—A. Petrosian, USSR 1974. After 11... axb5 
12 a6 Nge7 (12... bxa6?! 13 Bd5 Nge7 14 Bg5 +, I. Zaitsev-Aronin, Moscow 
1964) 13 Bd5 Bb6 14 Bg5 Qg6 15 Bxe7 Kxe7 the game is roughly even. (I. Zait- 
sev). 
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VIENNA GAME 


1 e4 e5 2 Nc3 


Z q 


any 
ae a 
Saat 


i AS 


HE VIENNA IS NAMED AFTER THE AUSTRIAN caPiTAL that for centuries 
headed the Holy Roman Empire. This important intellectual and 

musical center naturally embraced chess in its culture. Steinitz, 
Tartakower, and Spielmann hailed from Vienna and used the opening 
which bears its name. After World War I, the opening, like the empire, suf- 
fered decline. Except for a revival by the American Weaver Adams (who 
boldly claimed it led to a forced win for White) in the 1940s and 50s, the 
Vienna has moved backstage. Though not forcing, there is nothing wrong 
with the Vienna and so grandmasters like Shabalov and Anand use it on 
occasion and club or tournament players use it regularly. 

The idea behind 2 Nc3 is to develop while leaving open the options 
of {£2-f4 and Qh5 (or Qf3). Black’s most natural reply is 2... Nf6, which is 
considered in columns 1-12. Against 3 Bc4 Black can play 3... Nxe4 
(columns 1—2), the so-called Frankenstein-Dracula Variation, with great 
complications. More-positional play arises from 3...Nc6, 3... Bc5, or 
3... Bb4 (columns 3-6). 

Instead of 3 Bc4 White has the slow-building 3 g3 (columns 7-8) or 
the old thematic 3 f4 (columns 9—12) with fairly balanced play. 

Black’s major second-move alternative is 2... Nc6 (columns 13-17). 
White now has 3 {4 which can lead to either the Pierce, Hamppe-Allgaier, 
or Steinitz Gambits, with interesting chances for both sides. 2... Bc5 
(column 18) was played by Capablanca and is a way to avoid the usual 
lines. 


VIENNA GAME 


1 e4 eS 2 Nc3 Nf6 3 Bc4 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
NXO4°scescevieanals ileus NGG ven ebaie SOS ah Bb4........6 Bc5(aa) 
4 Qh5(a) d3(j) a(t) d3(bb) 
Nd6 NaB....eseees Bb4 Nxe4 d6(cc) 
5 Bb3 Nge2 Bg5(n) Qh5(u) Bg5 
BOQ? 2053s tous Nc6 Nxc4. hé 0-0 Be6 
6 Nf3(b) Nb5(f) dxc4 Bxf6(o) fxe5 Qd2 
Nc6(c) g6 Bc5(k) Bxc3t(p) d5 Nbd7 
7 Nxe5d Qi3 0-0 bxc3 Nxd5(v)  Nge2 
g6(d) £5 c6(1) Qxf6 Nc6(w) Bxc4 
8 Qe2(e) Qd5 Qd3 Ne2 Nf3(x) dxc4 
Nd4 Qe7(g) dé dé Be6 h6 
9 Qd3 Nxc7t b3 0-0(q) Ne3 Be3 
Nxb3 Kds Be6 g5(r) g6 Qe7 
10 axb3 Nxa8 Na4 d4 Qh6é Ng3 
Nf5 b6 Nd7 0-0 Nxe5(y) Bxe3 
11 0-0 Qf3(h) Nxc5 f3 Nxe5 fxe3 
d6= Bb? (i) Nxc5(m) Na5(s) Bxd2t(z) g6= 


(a) Black does well after both 4 Nxe4 d5 and 4 Bxf7t. 4 Nf3 transposes into the 
Boden-Kieseritzky Gambit of Petrov’s Defense. 


(b) 6 Qxe5 0-0 7 d4 Nc6 8 Qf4 b6 9 Nge2 Ba6 =, McCormick—Hartles, USA 1959. 


(c)6...0-0 7 h4 Nc6 8 Ng5 h6 9 Qg6 Bxg5 10 hxg5 QxgS 11 Qxg5s hxgs 
12 Nd5 +, Gufeld—Tarve, Tallinn 1969. 


(d) 7...00 8 00 Nd4 9 Nd5 Nxb3 10 axb3 Ne8 11 Qe2 Nf6 12 Nc6 dxc6 
13 Nxe7t Kh8 14 Nxc8 = (Larsen). 


(e) 8 Nxc6 dxc6é 9 Qxed 0-0 10 0-0 Bfé =, Kulpers—N. Pedersen, Holland 2004. The 
column is Anand—Ivanchuk, Roquebrune 1992. 


(f) Weaver Adams’ 6 d4 is interesting. After 6... Nxd4 7 Nd5 Ne6 8 Qxe5 c6 
9 Nf4 Qe7 10 Be3 (10 Nf3 should favor Black) 10... Nxf4 11 Qxf4 White has 
some compensation. 


(g) 8... Qf6 9 Nxc7t Kd8 10 Nxa8 b6 11 d4 Nxd4 12 Nxb6 axbé 13 Nf3 Bb7 
14 Qxd4! exd4 15 Bg5 +, Ganbold—Pruess, Franett Mem. 2005. 


(h) Other tries are: (A).11 Nf3 Bb7 12 d4 Nxd4 13 Bg5 Nxf3t 14 Qxf3 Qxg5 
15 Bd5 ©, L. Prins—Zsinka, Cattolica 1993. (B) 11 d3 Bb7 12 h4 £4 13 Qf3 Nd4 
14 Qg4 Bhé 15 Bd2 e4 16 0-0-0 exd3 is probably = but still wild. 
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(i) 12 Nxb6 axb6 13 d3 Nd4 14 Qh3 f4 15 Bd2 + (a messy position though), 
Faulks—Press, Turin Ol. 2006. 


(j) 4 £4 Nxe4 5 Nf3 Nxc3 6 dxc3 Qe7 7 b4 d6 8 0-0 Be6 9 Bxe6 Qxe6 +, Kuindzhi— 
Razuvaev, Tbilisi 1973. 


(k) (A) 6... Bb4 7 0-0 dé 8 Bg5 Be6 9 Nd5d Bxd5 10 cxd5 h6é 11 Bxf6 Qxf6 12 c3 
Bc5 13 Qa4t +, Shamkovich-Gligorié, Vrbas 1977. (B) 6...d6 7 Qd3 Be7 
8 0-0 Be6 9 Nd5 0-0 10 Ng3 Nxd5 11 cxd5 +, Lematchko—Pedko, USSR 1969. 


(1) Solid is 7... d6 8 Qd3 Be6 9 b3 0-0 10 h3 Nd7 11 Ng3 Bd4 12 Be3 Nc5 13 Qd2 
Bxe3 14 Qxe3 f5 =, Mitkov—Finegold, Chicago 2005. 


(m) 12 Qe3 b6 13 £4 f6, Short—Karpov, Tilburg 1990; now 14 f5 is a small plus for 
White. 


(n) 5 Nge2 d5 6 exd5 Nxd5 7 Bxd5 Qxd5 8 0-0 Qds 9 f4 exf4 10 Bxf4 0-0 =, 
Balashov—Nunn, Dortmund 1988, 


(o) 6 Bh4 d6 7 Ne2 Be6 8 0-0 g5 9 Bg3 hd is good for Black. 

(p) 6... Qxf6 7 Ne2 Na5 8 0-0 +, Rogers—Karkanague, Khania 1991. 
(q) 9 Qd2 can be metby 9... Qg5 =, Mieses—Reti, Bad Kissingen 1928. 
(r) 9... 0-0 10 £4 exf4 11 Rxf4 + (Konstantinopolsky). 

(s) 12 Bb3 b6 =, van Leent—Lacrosse, Belgian Chp. 2004. 


(t) 4 Nge2 c6 5 0-0 d5 6 exd5 cxd5 7 Bb5t Bd7 =, Bhawoolden—Willenberg, South 
Africa 2003. 


(u) Bad alternatives are: (A) 5 fxe5? Nxc3 +. (B) 5 Bxf7t?! Kxf7 6 Nxe4 d5 7 Ng5t 
Kgs +. (C) 5 Nxe4 d5 . (D) 5 Nd5 Bcd +. 


(v) 7 Bxd5? Nxc3 8 dxc3 Qxd5 9 cxb4 Qxg2 10 Qf3 Bh3 =. 
(w) 7...Nxd2 8 Bxd2 Bxd2t 9 Kxd2 + (Wolff). 


(x) (A) 8 a3 Nxe5 9 Qxe5 Re8 +. (B) 8 Ne2 Be6 9 Nef4 Nd4 10 Nxb4 Bxc4 11 c3 
Ne6 is promising for Black (Wolff). 


(y) 10... Bxc4 11 Nxc4 Nd4 12 c3 Nc2t 13 Ke2 Nxa1 14 d3 is good for White 
(Shabalov). 


(z) After 12 Ke2 Qf6 13 Bxe6 Qf2t 14 Kd1 Rad8 the game is wild but with proba- 
bly even chances, Shabalov—Wolff, Boston 1994. 


(aa) 3...c6 4 d4 Qa5 5 dxe5 Nxe4 6 Qd4 d5 7 exd6 Nxd6 8 Bb3 Na6 9 Nf3 =, 
Herzog—Opel, Graz 1981. If 4... Bb4 5 Ne2 Nxe4 6 0-0 Nxc3 7 bxc3 Bd6é 
8 Ng3 + (Harding). 


(bb) 4 £4 Bxg1 5 Rxgi d5 6 exd5 0-0 7 d3 Re8 8 f5 e4 9 d4 63 10 Qf3 c6 +, Khavin— 
Polyak, USSR 1948. 


(cc) Alternatives are:(A) 4... 0-0 5 Nf3 Re8 6 Ng5 Re7 7 0-0 h6 8 Nf3 c6 9 d4 exd4 
10 e5 Ne8 11 Nxd4 d5 =, Arapovié—Beliavsky, Sarajevo 1982. (B) 4...c65 f4 
d6 6 Nf3 b5 7 Bb3 Qe7 8 Qe2 Nbd7 9 Rf1 Bb4 10 fxe5 dxe5 11 g4 +, Short— 
Speelman, London 1991. The column is Khavin—Sokolsky, USSR 1944. 


VIENNA GAME 


1 e4 e5 2 Nc3 Nf6 
7 8 9 10 11 12 
Soo WBS ieivenneditichattadaeties f4 
d5(a) ........ Bc5 d5 
4 exd5 Bg2 fxe5(h) 
Nxd5 Nc6(e) Nxe4 
5 Bg2 Nge2 NFS(i) .....csseseseereses OS: cecitideins Qfs 
Nxc3(b) d6 Be7(j) Bg4 Nxc3(o) £5(s) 
6  bxc3 Na4(f) d4 Qe2 bxc3 d3 
Bdé(c) Be6 0-0 Nxc3(1) d4(p) Nxc3 
7 Nf3 0-0(g) Bd3 dxc3 Nf3 bxc3 
0-0 Qd7 f5 Nc6(m) Nc6(q) d4 
8 0-0 Nxc5 exf6 Bf4 Be2(r) Qg3 
Nc6(d) dxc5 Bxf6 Qd7 Be7 Nc6(t) 
9 Rb1 d3 0-0 Qe3 0-0 Be2(u) 
Rb8 Bh3 Nc6 a6 0-0 Be6 
10 d4 Be3 Ne2(k) 0-0-0 Bb2 Bf3 
hé = b6 = Nb4 = 0-0-0(n) Bc5 = Qd7(v) 


(a) (A) 3... 06 4 Bg2 d5 5 exd5 cxd5 is all right, Gulko—Bronstein, Moscow 1978. 
(B)3...h5!? 4Nf3h45 Nxh4 Rxh4 6 gxh4 Qxh4 is unclear, Dreev—Khalifman, 
USSR 1984. (C) 3... Bb4 and (D) 3... g6 are also reasonable tries. 


(b) 5... Be6 6 Nf3 Nc6 7 0-0 Be7 8 Re1 Bf6 9 Nxd5 Bxd5 10 d4 is quite good for 
White after either 10 . .. e4 11 Nd2 Bxd4 12 Nxe4, Schneider—Schmelev, corr. 
1979, or 10... Bxf3 11 Bxf3 Nxd4 12 Bxb7, Schneider—Oppenrider, corr. 
1978. 


(c) 6...Nc6 7 Nf3 Bcd 80-0 0-0 9 d3 h6 10 Qe1 Re8 11 Be3 Bb6 =, Glek—Novikov, 
Moscow 2006. 


(d) 8...Nd7 9 d4 c6 10 Re1 Qc7 11 Qd3 c5 12 Rb1 exd4 13 cxd4 c4 14 Qd2 
(Marinkovié—Pavasovié, Cacak 1995) 14...c3 o, The column is Sedina— 
Tatai, Bratto 2003. 


(e) Other plausible moves are 4...0-0,4...c6, and4... a6. 


(f) 6 0-0 h5 7 d3 h4 8 Bg5 hxg3 9 Nxg3 Nd4 was sharp and unclear in Augustin— 
Nunn, Moscow 1977. 


(g) 7 d3 Bd4 8 h3 Qe7 9 Nac3 Bb6 =, Zvjaginsev-I. Sokolov, Siberia 2006. The 
column is Richards—Kourkounakis, Gausdal 2002. 


(h) 4 d3 exf4 5 exd5 (5 e5 d4 is poor for White) 5... Nxd5 6 Nxd5 Qxd5 7 Bxf4 
Bd6 =, Bronstein—Matanovié, Vienna 1957. 
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() 5 Qe2 Nc6 6 Nf3 Bf5 7 Qb5 a6 8 Qxd5 F (8 Qxb7 Nb4 9 Nxe4 Bxe4 > [Keres]), 
Berg—Spassky, Bundesliga 1986. 


(j) Other moves are: (A) 5...Nc6 6 Bb5 a6 7 Bxc6t bxc6 8 Qe2 +, Poliak— 
Bondarevsky, Moscow 1945, (B) 5... Bb4 6 Qe2 Bxc3 7 bxc3 0-0 8 Qe3 +, 
Spielmann—Vidmar, Semmering 1926. (C) 5...Bc5 6 d4 Bb4 7 Bd2 Bg4 
8 Nxe4 dxe4 9 Bxb4 exf3 =, Ljubojevié—Ciocaltea, Skopje 1972. 


(k) 10 Nxe4 dxe4 11 Bxe4 Nxd4 12 Ng5 Bfs =, Lemmers—Dutreeuw, Belgian Chp. 
2001. 


(I) 6...Ng5 7 d4 Ne6 (7...Nxf3t 8 gxf3 Be6 9 Be3 Nc6 10 Qg2 + [Konstan- 
tinopolsky]) 8 Be3 Nc6 9 Qf2 oo, Cirabisi—Hector, Genoa 1989. 


(m) 7...Qd7 8 Bf4 Na6 9 h3 Be6 10 Nd4 draw agreed, Anand—Dorfman, OHRA 
1990. 


(n) 10 Bc4 Be6 12 Bb3 Na5d (Moschollos—Tassopoulos, Greece 2006), now 13 c4 
keeps the game level. 


(o) (A) 5... Qh4t 6 g3 Nxg3 7 Nf3 Qh5 8 Nxd5 Nxh1 (8... . Bg4 9 Bg2 is no bet- 
ter) 9 Nxc7t Kd8 10 Nxa8 +, Hon—van der Sterren, London 1992. 
(B) 5... Bb4 is an attempt for an immediate draw. After 6 dxe4 Qh4t 7 Ke2 
Bxc3 8 bxc3 Bg4t 9 Nf3 dxe4 10 Qd4 Bh5 11 Kd2 (11 Ke3 Bxf3 12 gxf3 Qe1t 
is a perpetual check as Chigorin’s 12 Bb5+ c6 13 gxf3 Qh6t is too risky) 
11... Qg4 12 h3 Qf4t 13 Kel Qg3t 14 Qf2 Qxf2t 15 Kxf3 exf3 chances are 
about even, Ezen—Beikhem, corr. 1985. 


(p) 6...c5 7 Nf3 Nc6 8 d4 cxd4 9 cxd4 Bb4t was okay for Black in Szczépaniec— 
Serva, Wroclaw 1962. 


(q) (A) 7... dxc3 8 Be2 Nc6 9 0-0 Bc5t 10 Kh1 0-0 is unclear, Ivanovié—Basagié. 
(B) 7... c5?! 8 Be2 Be7 9 0-0 0-0 10 Qe! f6 11 Qg3 fxe5 12 Bh6é Bf6 13 Ng5 +, 
Becker—Penckens, corr. 1968. 


(r) 8 cxd4 Bb4t 9 Bd2 Bxd2t 10 Qxd2 Nxd4 +, Hodgson-Rivas, Hastings 1981. 
The column is Rogers—Atalik, Reykjavik 2004. 


(s) Steinitz’s 5 ...Nc6 is not so bad. After 6 Bb5 (6 Nxe4? Nd4 +) 6... Nxc3 
7 bxc3 (7 dxc3 Qh4t 8 g3 Qe4t =, Contedini—Costieri, Leipzig 1960) 
7...Qh4t 8 g3 Qe4t 10 Qxe4 dxe4 11 Bxc6t bxc6 12 Ne2 a controversial 
ending arises; Tseitlin thinks Black is better, but Lepeshkin and Konstan- 
tinopolsky do not. 


(t) 8... c5 9 Be2 Nc6 10 Bf3 Qe7 +, Genter—Solomonovitz, Prague 1924. 
(u) 9 Nh3 and 9 Rb1 are met by 9. . .Qd5, but 9 Bb2 (Tseitlin) bears investigation. 


(v) 11 Ne2 0-0-0 12 0-0 Bc5 13 c4 Bxc4 14 Nf4 Nxe5 +, Vorotnikov—Kapengut, 
Chelyabinsk 1975. The game concluded 15 dxc4 d3t 16 Kh1 dxc2 17 Bd5 
Rhe8 18 Bb2 Ng4 19 Rac1 c6 20 Bf3 Ne3 21 Rfe1 Nd1 22 Rf1 Qd2 23 Qxg7 Re1 
24 resigns. 
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VIENNA GAME 


1 e4e5 2 Nc3 
13 14 15 16 17 18 
INGG soo 2 enti tem dee Baclate ee Sek aint oct taste tveaee elds Bc5 
3 Be4 wcseccc0%. £4 Nf£3(s) 
Bc5 exf4(f) d6 
4 Qg4(a) NES Siniaiee ins eae ibe: eee G4 da(t) 
g6(b) g5(g) Qh4t exd4 
5 Qf3(c) D4 ciieviec h4 Ke2 Nxd4 
Nf6 g4(h) g4 d6(m)....... d5 Nf6(u) 
6 Nge2 Bc4 Ng5 Nf3 exd5(o) Bg5(v) 
d6 gxf3 hé(k) Bg4 Bg4t h6(w) 
7 d3 0-0 Nxf7 Bxf4 Nf3 Bh4 
Bg4 d5(i) Kxf7 £5(n) 0-0-0 0-0 
8 Qg3 exd5 d4 Be3 dxc6 Nb3(x) 
h6(d) Bg4 d5 fxe4 Nf6(p) Bb6(y) 
9 f4 Qd2 Bxf4 Nxe4. Qe1 Bd3 
Bxe2(e) Na5 Bb4 Be7 Bxf3t(q) Res 
10 Nxez+ Bb5t Be2 Kd3 gxf3 0-0 
c6(j) Bxc3t(]} Qh5= Re8st(r) Be6(z) 


(a) Another try is 4 d3 d6 5 Be3 Nf6 6 Bxc5 dxc5 7 Nge2 Nad 8 Bb3 =, 
Tartakower—Rubinstein, Moscow 1925. 


(b) Perhaps better is 4... Kf8 when 5 Qf3?! Nf6 6 Nge2 d6 7:'d3 Nb4 (7...h6 
8 h3 +, Hennings—Korchnoi, Sarajevo 1981) 8 Bb3 Bg4 9 Qg3 Be6 slightly fa- 
vors Black, Rosselli-Yates, Semmering 1926. (B) 4...Qf6 5 Nd5! Qxf2t 
6 Kd1 Kf8 7 Nh3 Qd4 8 d3 Bb6 9 Qf3 +, Alekhine—Jugovsky, 1931. 


(c) 5 Qg3 dé 6 d3 Nd4 7 Bb3 Be6 =, Spielmann—Tarrasch, Vienna 1922. 
(d) 8... Bxe2 9 Nxe2 +, Estrin—Ravinsky, Moscow 1964. 
(e) 9... Qe7 10 Nd5 Nxd5 11 Qxg4 +, Larsen—Portisch, Santa Monica 1966. 


(f) (A) 3...Nf6 4 fxe5 Nxe5 5 d4 Ng6 6 e5 +, Steinitz—Bird, London 1866. 
(B) After 3... Bc5 the simplest is 4 Nf3 d6 5 Bb5 getting a favorable variation 
of the King’s Gambit Declined. , 


(g) Attempts to sidestep this by moves like 4... Nf6,4...h6,or4... Be7 lead 
to White getting good lines in the King’s Gambit; Black's knight sometimes be- 
comes a target for White’s d-pawn, and White's knight on c3 controls d5. 


(h) (A) 5... Bg7 6 d5 Ned 7 dé Nxf3t 8 Qxf3 cxd6 9 h4 h6 10 Bc4 Ne7 11 g3 +, 
Amason—A. Ivanov, St. Martin 1992. (B) 5...d6 6 d5 Ne5 7 Bb5t Bd7 
8 Bxd7+ Nxd7 9 Qd4 f6 10 h4 g4 11 Ng5 +, Arnason—Adams, Manila 1992. 
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@) (A) 7... Qg5 8 Rxf3 Nxd4 9 Bxf7t Kxf7 (9... Kd8 10 Rf2 +, Motwani—Kula, 
Berlin 1991) 10 Rxf4t Nf6 11 Nd5 +, Motwani—Antunes, Manila 1992. 
(B)7... Bg7 8 Bxf4 Bxd4t 9 Khi Bxc3 10 Bxf7+ Kxf7 11 Qd5t Ke8g 12 Qh5t 
Ke7 13 e5 + (Keres). 


(j) 11 Qxf4 Nfé (S. Ivanov-E, Ovod, Russia 2001), now 12 Re1t would keep this 
messy position at roughly even chances. 


(k) Safer is 6... d6 7 d4 f6 8 Nh3 gxh3 9 Qh5t Kd7 10 Qf5t Ke8 11 Qh5t Kd7 
with perpetual check, van der Welde—Londyn, Czech Republic 2005. 


(1) After 11 bxc3 Nf6 12 0-0 Kg7 13 c4 Nxe4 14 cxd5 Nc3? (14... Qxd5! is un- 
clear) 15 dxc6! Nxd1 16 Be5t Kg6 17 Bd3t Kh5 18 cxb7 with a huge advan- 
tage, Sermier—Ravot, France 2002. 


(m) 5...b6 6 Nb5 Ba6 7 a4 0-0-0 8 Nf3 Qe7 9 Kf2 +, Martin—Adams, London 
1992. 


(n) 7... 0-0-0 8 Ke3 Qh5 9 Be2 g5 10 Nxg5 Nf6 11 Rf1 Bxe2 12 Qxe2 +. 
(0) 6 Nxd5 Bg4t 7 Nf3 0-0-0 8 c3 f5 +, Keres—Kumerth, corr. 1935. 


(p) 8...Bc5 was analyzed extensively in the 19th century. After 9 cxb7t Kb8 
10 Nb5 Nf6 11 c3 Rhe8t 12 Kd3 Bf5t 13 Kc4 Be6t 14 Kxc5 (14 Kd3 =) a fantas- 
tic—some might say ridiculous—position arises, which is unclear. White has 
a better try with 9 Qe1 (L’Hermet); after 9... Qh5 10 cxb7t Kb8 11 Kd2 Bxf3 
12 gxf3 Bxd4 13 Bd3 Qxf3 14 Qf1 is complicated but seems to favor White 
(Tseitlin). 


(q) 9... Re8t 10 Kd2 Qh5 11 Qf2 Bb4 12 Bd3 Re3 13 cxb7t Kb8 14 Ned +, 
Chigorin—Mortimer, Paris 1900. 


(r) 11 Ne4 Qhd 12 Kf2 Qh4t 13 Ke2 = (Bilguier). 


(s) (A) 3 £4 d6 leads to a King’s Gambit Declined. (B) 3 Qg4 Nfé 4 Qxg7 Rg8 5 Qhé 
Bxf2t +, Tsikhelashvili-Karpov, USSR 1968. 


(t) 4Na4Bb6 (4...Nd7 5 d3 Nef6 6 Be2 0-0 7 0-0 c6 8 Nxc5 Nxc5 9 Ne1 Ne6 10 
c3 d5is about even—Tseitlin) 5 Nxb6 axb6 6 d3 Nf6 7 Be2 Nc6 8 0-0 Ne7 9 Re1 
+, Tseitlin—Yanvarev, Budapest 1989, 


(u) (A) 5...Ne7 6 Be2 0-0 7 0-0 Bxd4 8 Qxd4 Nbc6 9 Qe3 f5 =, Rosselli- 
Alekhine. (B) 5... Nc6 6 Nxc6 bxc6 7 Bd3 Qh4 8 Qf3 Ne7 9 Qg3 +, Tseitlin— 
Gusev, Moscow 1978. as 


(v) 6 Be2 d5 7 e5 Ne4 8 0-0 Nxc3 =, Voitkevich—Tolush, USSR 1962. 


(w) 6...Nc6 7 Nxc6 bxc6 8 Bd3 0-0 9 Na4 Bb6 10 0-0 Qe7 11 Qe2 +, Oll— 
Kakhiani, Helsinki 1992. 


(x) 8 Be2 Re8 9f3 c6 10 Nb3 Bb6 =, Kuif-I. Sokolov, Netherlands 1996. 


(y) 8...Bb4 9 Bd3 Re8 10 0-0 Bxc3 11 bxc3 (Tauber—Marek, Slovenia 2000), now 
Black should be brave with 11 . . . g5 12 Bg3 Nxe4 and his chances are at least 
equal. 


(z) 11 Kh1 Nbd7 12 f4 + (Konstantinopolsky). 


FOUR KNIGHTS’ GAME 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 Nfé 


-s 
an 


EGINNERS LEARNING the start of a chess game hear the rule “knights be- 
fore bishops” which emphasizes the importance of developing 

knights. Thus the Four Knights’ Game makes a lot of sense logi- 
cally, and before World War I it was very popular with the best players of 
the time. Tarrasch, Schlecter, Maréczy, and Janowski played it with regu- 
larity, and Capablanca and Alekhine had several examples in their game 
collections. The simple logic had lost its appeal by the 1930s as masters 
considered it to be too simple and dull. White develops, but without many 
threats, and allows Black to maintain a symmetrical structure. This led to 
the view that Black has few problems to achieve equality. Little changed 
in this assessment for 60 years until English players in the 1990s revived 
the opening to some degree. Nunn wrote a book on the Four Knights while 
other grandmasters started to employ it on occasion, and so the opening 
came to life again. Today it is still regarded as rather unambitious, but log- 
ical and respectable. White risks very little, so grandmasters will use it for 
surprise value and club players for its dependable nature. 

If Black is satisfied with an equal, drawish game, then copying 
White’s moves is a good strategy, as in 4 Bb5 Bb4 5 0-0 0-0 6 d3 d6 
(columns 1-6). After 7 Bg5 (columns 1-5) Black should not continue with 
7... Bg4?! (see note (b)) but should eliminate the queen’s knight with 
7... Bxc3, when he should have few problems. White can play 7 Ne2 
(column 6), but it usually leads to little. 

Earlier deviations from the symmetry are seen in columns 7~12. 
Black can play 6... Bxe3 and 7... d5 (column 7), the Svenonius Varia- 
tion, or 6... Nd4 (column 8), to liven up the play, but both are risky. With 
6 Bxc6 (column 9) White can reach a position resembling the Exchange 
Ruy Lopez. Columns 10-13 cover the Rubinstein Defense, 4...Nd4, 
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which avoids symmetry with a pawn sacrifice. This is popular today as it 
is Black’s best winning attempt and seems to be sound. 

Columns 14 and 15 are little-played fourth-move alternatives for 
Black, Both a little risky, but not bad. The Belgrade Gambit, 4 d4 (columns 
16—18), is a speculative attempt to complicate the game. Black can either 
play into complications (column 16), dodge them with 5... Be7 (column 
17), or attempt to avoid the whole question with 4... Bb4 (column 18), 


FOUR KNIGHTS’ GAME 


Symmetrical Variation 
1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 Bb5 Bb4 5 0-0 0-0(a) 6 d3 dé 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
7 B65 iii ce ace detavies eave ajay ncbulc naniee veliise dcoeebanuae egdaweds vaaect ene Ne2 
Bxc3(b) Ne7(s) 
8 bxc3 c3 
QO7([C). cdivcciceesccebeccs Bd7......000 Ne7 Ba5 
9 Rel Rbi(j) Nh4(m) Ng3 
Nd& a6 Ne®B........5+ c6(p) c6(t) 
10 d4 Ba4 Bc4 Ba4 Ba4 
Ne6(d) Rb8 Be6 Ne8 Neg6(u) 
11 Bc1(e) Bb3 Bxe6(n)} Bb3 d4 
CB sishisiviareeliici’s Rd8& hé fxe6 Be6 Re8& 
12  ~=BF1(f) a4 Bh4 Qe4 d4(q) Bc2 
Rds c5 Kh7(k) Qd7 hé hé 
13 g3 Bc4(h) d4 £4. Be3 h3 
Qc7(g) hé(i) Bg4(l) exf4(o) exd4(r)} Qe7(v) 


(a) (A) 5... Bxc3 6 bxc3 0-0 7 Re1 d6 8 d4 =, Petrosian—Novotelnov, USSR 1949. 
(B)5...d66 Nd5 Ba5 (better than 6. . . Bc5 of Tarrasch-Lasker, Munich 1908 
or5...Nxd5 of Smagin—Purgin, St. Petersburg 1993, whichleaves Black with 
definite problems) 7 d4 Nd7 8 c3 0-0 9 b4 +, Podlesnik—Kupreichik, Ljubljana 
1989. 


(b) (A)7... Bg4 8 Bxf6 gxf6 (8... Qxf6 9 Nd5 followed by 10 Bxc6 and 11 Nxb4) 
9 Nd5 Bc5 10 Qd2 + threatens 11 Qhé6. (B) 7... Ne7 8 Nh4 c6 9 Bc4 Ng6 
10 Nxg6 hxg6 11 f4 +, Bachmann—Marron, Stockholm 1930. (C) 7... Be6 
8 Ne2 hé 9 Bh4 Bg4 10 c3 Bad 11 Nd2 g5 12 Bg3 +, Smagin—Borge, Copen- 
hagen 1993. 


(c) 8... h6 9 Bh4 Qe7 10 Re1 Nd8 11 d4 Ne6 12 dxe5 dxe5 13 NxeS5 Qc5 14 Bxfé 
Qxb5 15 Ng4 e, Speelman—Karpov, Linares 1992. 


(d) 10. ..Bg411h3 Bxf3 (11... Bh5 12 g4 Bg6 13 d5 +, Spassky-Gligori¢, Sara- 
jevo 1986) 12 Qxf3 Ne6 13 Bh4 +, Shirov-Yusupov, Munich 1993. 


(e) (A) 11 Bh4 Rd8 12 Bd3 Nfs 13 Nd2 Ng6 14 Bg3 c5 =, Shirov—Salov, Wijk aan 
Zee (blitz) 1998. (B) 11 Bd2 c6 12 Bf1 Qc7 13 Nh4, Smagin—Naumkin, Aman- 
tea 1994; now 13...g6 (Smagin) is best, with only a slight advantage to 
White. Black should try 11... Rd8 or 11... 05. 


(f) 12 Bc4 Rd8 13 Bd5 Nc7 14 dxe5 dxe5 15 c4 Bg4 =, Alexander—Pachman, 
Dublin 1957. 


(g) 14 d5 Nfs 15 Nh4 hé 16 f4 (Kreiman-—Christiansen, U.S. Chp. 2002), now 
. .exf4 17 gxf4 Qe7 18 Bg2 Bg4 gives chances for both sides. 


(h) (A) 13 Bfi Nf8 14 h3 Ng6 g3 15 h6 =, Canada—Marin, Turin Ol. 2006. 
(B) 13 dxe5 dxe5 14 Qe2 Nf4 =. ‘ 


(i) 14 h3 Nfé 15 Nh4 and now instead 15 . .. cxd4?! of Shirov—Lesiege, North Bay 
1994, 15... g5 would leave chances for both sides. 


(j) 9 d4 h6 10 Bh4 Re8 =, Urzica—Karpov, Stockholm 1967, 


(k) 12... Qe7 13 Re1 Na5 14 d4 Rbd8 15 Qc1 Nxb3 16 axb3 +, Nunn—Smejkal, 
Bundesliga 1992. 


(1) 14 Qd3 Qe7 15 Nd2 g5 16 Bg3 Nh5 =, Rodriguez—Rizouk, Malaga 2005. 
(m) 9 Bxf6 gxf6 10 d4 c6 11 Be2 Ng6 12 Re1 £5 =, Bogut—Atalik, Bosnia 2004. 


(n) 11 Nf5 Bxf5 12 exf5, now instead of 12... Qd7 + (Tarrasch—Vidmar, San Se- 
bastian 1911) 12 ...Kh8 is roughly equal. 


(0) 14 Rxf4 Rxf4 15 Qxf4 Nf6 16 Bxf6 Rf8 17 Qe3 Rxf6 18 Qxa7 =, Ghandler- 
Agdestein, Hastings 1991. 


(p) 9...Ng6 10 Nxg6 fxg6 11 Bce4t Kh8 12 £4 Qe8 13 Qd2 Be6 14 Bb3 +, Vallejo 
Pons—Korchnoi, rapid match 2004. 


(q) 12 Bxe6 fxe6 13 Qg4 +, Marshall—Capablanca, New York 1909, is very much 
like the previous column. 


(r) Nunn~Tatai, Manila 1992, featured 13... b67! 14 Bxe6 fxe6 15 Qg4 Rfé 
16 f4 +. Instead 13 ... exd4 14 Qxd4 is only a tad better for White. 


(s) 7... Bg4 8 Bxc6 bxc6 9 Ng3 Nh5 10 h3 (10 c3 Bcd 11 Nf5 Qfé 12 h3 Bxfs 
13 Bg5 Qe6 14 exf5 Qxf5 15 g4 Qe6 16 gxh5 Qxh3 ~, Berg—Bronstein, Tastrup 
1990) 10...Nxg3 11 fxg3 Be5t 12 Kh2, James—De La Vega, Buenos Aires 
1985; now 12 ... Bxf3 is best but still slightly in White’s favor. 


() 9... Ng6 10 d4 a6 11 Ba4 b5 12 Bc2 Bb7 13 a4 h6 was here agreed drawn in 
Gulko-Sosonko, Thessaloniki 1988. 


(u)' 10... Bb6 11 d4 exd4 12 cxd4 d5 13 e5 Ne4 14 Bc2 Nxg3 (Podlesnik—Djurié, 
Yugoslavia 1988) 15 hxg3 =. 


(v) 14 Re1 with a minimal advantage to White, Campora—Atalik, Calvia Ol. 2004. 
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FOUR KNIGHTS’ GAME 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 Nfé 4 Bb5 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
Bb eee oii iiaroteaee sd Leenks Nd4 (Rubinstein Variation) 
5 0-0 BaA(i) 
0-0 (ol ea Nxf3t....... Bc5 
6 OB: cissrrssesdistisessetesee Bxc6 Nxe5(j) Qxf3(p) Nxe5 
Bxc3(a) ..... Nd4 dxc6(f)} d6(k) c6(q) 0-0(s) 
7 ~~ bxc3 Nxd4. d3 Nf3(1) d3 Nd3 
d5 exd4 Nd7(g) Bg4 dé Bb6 
8 exd5 Ne2 Ne2 d3(m) Bb3 e5(t) 
Qxd5 c6(d) Re8 d5 Be7 Nes 
9 Bc4(b) Ba4 Ng3 Be3(n) Qe2 Nd5 
Qa5 d5 Bfa Nxf3t 0-0 dé 
10. Rb1 e5 Be3 gxf3 f4 Ne3 
a6 Ng4 c5 Bhs Bg4 dxe5(u) 
11 Re1 c3 Nd2 Bd4 Qf2 Nxe5 
b6(c) dxc3(e) Nb8(h) dxe4(o) Be6(r) Qg5(v) 


(a) 6...d5 7 Nxd5 Nxd5 8 exd5 Qxd5 9 Bc4 Qd6 10 c3 Bc5 11 b4 Bb6 12 a4 a5 
13 b5 Ne7 14 Ng5 +, Sterk—Marshall, Pistyan 1912. 


(b) 9 c4 Qd6 10 Bxc6 bxc6 11 Bb2 Re8 12 Qel Bg4 13 Nxe5 was also good for 
White in Korn—Frydman, corr. 1938. 


(c) 12 Qe2 Bg4, Em. Lasker—Reti, Moscow 1925; now 13 Bg5 (instead of Lasker's 
13 Bb2) 13... Qxc3 14 Bxf6 gxf6 15 Qe4 gives White a small plus. 


(d) If8...d5 9 e5 (9 exd5 Qxd5 10 Bc4 Qd8 11 h3 Re8 =, Maréczy—Marshall, 
Carlsbad 1929) 9... Ng4 10 c3 dxc3 11 bxc3 Ba5 12 d4 +, Campora—Acosta, 
Argentina 1987. 


(e) Inthe game Perlis—Alekhine, Carlsbad 1919, there followed 12 bxc3 Ba5 13 d4 
Qh4 14 h3 Nh6 15 Bc2 Bf 16 Rb1 b5 17 BxfS Nxf5 18 Qd3 Qe4 19 Qxe4 +. 


(f} 6... bxc6 7 Nxe5 Re8 8 Nd3 Bxc3 9 dxc3 Nxe4 10 f3 Nf6 11 Re1 dé 12 Bg5 
Be6 13 Qd2 +, Kuzmicz—Socko, Polish Chp. 2005. Black is slightly slower to 
develop after 6... bxc6. 


(g) (A) 7... Qe7 8 h3 Rd8 9 Qe hé6 10 a3 Bd6 11 Ne2 Be6 12 Ng3 cd =, Har 
Zvi—Deep Fritz, Human vs. Machine 2000. (B) 7... Bxc3 8 bxc3 Bg4 9 h3 
Bxf3 10 Qxf3 +, Wittmann—W. Jesuriya, Dubai 1986. 


(h) 12 f4 exf4 13 Rxf4 Nc6 14 Rf2 Ne5 15 h3 g6 =, J. Rogers—Cooper, English 
League 2001. 
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(i) (A) 5 Nxd4 exd4 6 e5 dxc3 7 exf6 Qxf6 (7... cxd2t 8 Bxd2 Qxf6 9 0-0 Be7 
10 Bc3 Qg5 11 Re1 Qxb5 12 Qg4 with a very strong attack, Shipman—Weber, 
New York 1985) 8 dxc3 Qe5t with a boring and drawish position, Shabanov— 
Tseitlin, Leningrad 1986. (B) 5 Bc4 Bc5 6 Nxe5 Qe7! 7 Nf3 (7 Nxf7? d5 +; 
7 Bxf7t+? Kd8 +) 7...d5 8 Nxd5 Nxd5 9 Bxd5 c6 =, Vulfson—Shvarts, USSR 
1981. a 


(j) 6d3 Nxf3t 7 Qxf3 d6 8 h3 Be7 9 0-0 0-0 10 Nez Nd7 11 Be3 Bg5 =, Rozentalis— 
Warakomski, Poland 2006. 


(k) 6...d5 7 d3 Bd6 8 Nf3 Bg4 9 Be3 Bcd 10 Bxd4 Bxd4 11 Qd2 Bxf3 12 gxf3 =, 
Shirov—I. Sokolov, Linares 1995. 


(1) 7 Nd3 b5 8 Bb3 a5 9 a3 d5 10 e5 Ne4 11 00 Ned 12 NxcS Bxcd 13 Kh1 0-0 
14 Ne2 a4 15 Ba2 f6 16 Nxd4 Bxd4 17 c3 Bxe5 =, Adams—Kramnik, Linares 
1999, 


(m) 8 h3 Bxf3 9 gxf3 p6 10 Kfi Bg7 11 Ne2 Nxf3 12 d4 Qa5 is unclear, 
Ponomariov—Gomez Estaban, Pamplona 1996. 


(n) 9 0-0 b5 10 Bb3 b4 11 Nb1 dxe4 12 dxe4 Nxf3t 13 gxf3 Qxd1 14 Rxd1 Bxf3 =, 
Vallejo Pons—Z. Almasi, Tripoli 2004. 


(o) After 12 dxe4 Bxf3 13 Qxf3 Qxd4 is roughly equal. 


(p) 6 gxf3 c6 7 d4 exd4 8 Qxd4 d6 ~, Nunn—Cooper, Walsall Kipping 1992. On 
6... Bc5 7 £4 Qe7 8 d3 favors White. 


(q) 6... Bb4 7 Ne2 0-0 8 c3 Bad (8... Be7!? Yudasin) 9 d3 (better than 9 h3 d5 
10 d3 dxe4 =, Yudasin—Huzman, Israel 1994) 9...d5 10 Bg5 Qd6 11 Bxf6 
dxe4 12 dxe4 Qxf6 13 Qxfé6 + (Yudasin). 


(r) 12 0-0 exf4 13 Bxf4 d5 with chances for both sides, Anand—Ivanchuk, Dort- 
mund 1992, 


(s)6...Qe7 7 Nd3 Nxe4 (7...b5 8 Nxc5 Qxc5 9 Bb3 +, Armas—Antunes, 
Cuba 1992) 8 0-0 Nxc3 9 bxc3 Ne6 10 Nxc5 Qxc5 11 Qf3 +, Mainka— 
Schwekendiek, Bad Wérishofen 1992. 


(t) 8 Nf4d5 9 d3 Bg4 10 f3 Nh5 11 Nxh5?! (11 fxg4 Qh4t 12 g3 Nxg3 13 Ng2 Qf6 
14 hxg3 Nf3t Draw, G. Roder—F. Roder, Bavaria 1985) 11... Bxh5 12 Nxd5 
f5 + Dediashin—Poleschuk, corr. 1986. 


(u) 10...c5 11 c3 Nf5 12 Bb3 dxe5 13 Nxe5 Nxe3 14 fxe3 Qg5 15 d4 Qxg2 
16 Rf1 +, Korneev—Fressinet, Warsaw 2005. 


(v) 12 N5c4 f5 13 f4 Qxf4 14 c3 Ne6 15 d4 Qh4t (15...c6?7!16 g3 Qe4 17 Rf1 +, 
Bosch-Ciolac, Leukerbad 1992) 16 g3 Qd8 17 0-0 £4 18 gxf4 Nxf4 is about even, 
Shirov—Short, Novgorod 1994, In this line White could try 13 h4 instead. 
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FOUR KNIGHTS’ GAME 


1 e4 e&5 2 Nf&3 Nc6 3 Nc3 Nf 
13 14 15 16 17 18 
4 BD ieiicseds sonasescrdasese tive sacs yvaueuaein d4(n) Belgrade Gambit 
Nd4......... AG lececns Bcd OXO4 csaii ere tissaentaewes Bb4 
5 Nxe5(a) Bxc6 0-0(j) Nd5 d5(t) 
Qe7(b) dxc6 0-0 Nxe4(o)..... Be7 Ne7 
6 £4(c) Nxe5(g) Nxe5 Bc4(p) Bf4 Nxe5 
Nxb5 Nxe4 Nxe5(k) Be7 d6 0-0(u) 
7 Nxb5 Nxe4 d4 Nxd4 Nxd4 Qd4(v) 
dé Qd4 Bd6 0-0 0-0 Bxc3t 
8 Nf3 0-0 £4 Nb5 Nb5 bxc3 
Qxe4t Qxe5 Nc6(1) Bcd Nxd5 Re8 
9 Kf2 Rel e5 0-0 exd5 Be3(w) 
Ng4t Be6 Be7 Nxf2 Ned(r) Ng6 
10 Kgi(d) d4(h) d5 Qh5 Qd2 Nxg6 
Qe6 Qfs Nb4 Ne5 c6 Rxe4 
11 N5d4(e) Bgs exf6 Nbxc7 Nc3 Qd3 
Qc5(f} Bd6(i) Bxf6(m) d6(q) Bf5(s) hxg6(x) 


(a) 5 0-0 Nxb5 6 Nxb5 c6 7 Nc3 d6 8 d4 Qc7 9 Bg5 Be7 =, Sutovsky—Illescas, Pam- 
plona 1998. 


(b) (A)5... Nxe4?! 6 Nxe4 Nxb5 7 Nxf7 +. (B)5...Bb46 Be2 Qe7 7Nd3 +. 
(c) 6 Nf3 Nxb5 7 Nxb5 Qxe4t 8 Qe2 Qxe2t 9 Kxe2 Nd5 = 


(d) 10 Kg3 Qg6 11 Nh4 Qh5 12 Nxc7+ Kd8 13 h3 Nfé 14 Nxa8 Qxh4t with the 
idea of ... Ne4 and ...Be7 mating is an old idea of Rubinstein’s. 


(e) 11 Qe2t Be7 12 h3 Qb6t 13 d4 Nf6 +. 
(f) 12 h3 Nf6 13 Kh2 Be6 14 Re1 0-0-0 -, Bisguier—Soltis, New York (blitz) 1971. 


(g) The quiet 6 d3 Bd6 7 Qe2 Qe7 8 Bd2 Bd7 9 Nd1 Nh5 10 g3 g6 leaves chances 
for both sides, Smagin—Ivanchuk, Minsk 1986. 


(h) 10 d3 Qf5 11 Ng5 Bc5 12 Kh1 0-0 13 Nxe6 fxe6 14 £3 Bd6 =, Grigoriants— 
Kharlov, Gapelle la Grande 2004. 


(i) (A) 11...h6 12 Qd3 Kd7 13 Bh4 +, Schlechter—Tarrasch, Hastings 1895. 
After (B) 11... Bd6 12 Qd2 (on 12 g4not12...Qg6 13 f4 +, Znosko-Borovsky— 
Rubinstein, Ostend 1907, but 12... Qd5 ) 12...h6 13 Bh4 g5 14 Nxdét 
cxd6 15 Bg3 +, Yudasin—Sagalchik, Kemevovo 1995. 


127 


(j) Perhaps better is 5 Nxe5 Nxe5 6 d4 Bdé 7 f4 Nc6 8 e5 Be7 9 d5 Nb4 10 exf6 +, 
Helm-L. Johanessen, Bergen 2002. 


(k) 6... Re8, Morphy’s move, is possible here. 7 Nf3 Nxe4 8 Nxe4 (8 d4 Nxc3 


9 bxc3 Bf8 10 Ng5 hé =, Ljubojevié—Beliavsky, Linares 1993) 8... Rxe4 9 c3:: 
d5 10 d4 Bd6 11 Ng5 +, Wolff—Winants, Wijk aan Zee 1993. , 


(l) 8... Neg4 9 Be2 Bb4 10 Bxg4 Bxc3 11 bxc3 Nxe4 =, Markovic—Beliavsky, Novi 
Herceg 2000. 


(m) 12 a3 Bxc3 13 bxc3 Nxd5 14 Qxd5 c6 15 Qd3 cxb5 16 f5 £6 ©, Nunn—Hodgson, 
England 1991, 


(n) 4 g3 d5 5 exd5 Nxd5 6 Bg2 Nxc3 =, Straub-Stefanova, Curacao 2003. 


(o) 5... Nb4is an interesting alternative. After 6 Nxd4 (6 Bc4 and 6 Nxf6t have 
been played also) 6... Nxe4 7 Nf5 c6 8 Nxb4 Qad 9 QOf3 Bxb4t 10 Kd1? (10 c3 
is better, but White should probably try the sixth-move alternatives) 
10... Qed 11 Nxg7t Kd8 12 Nf5 d5 +, Prie—Psakhis, Paris 1970. ° 


(p) 6 Qe2 f5 7 Ng5 d3 8 cxd3 Nd4 9 Qh5t (9 Nxe4 Nxe2 10 Bg5 Nf4 +) 9... g6 
10 Qh4 c6 11 dxe4 cxd5 12 exd5 Bg7 13 Kd1 h6 14 Nf3 Qxh4 15 Nxh4 Kf7 =, 
Slingerlarid—De Vreugt, Amsterdam 2006. 


(q) 12 Rxf2 (12 Nxa8 Bg4 13 Bg5 Bxh5 +) 12... Bg4 13 Qg5 > (Nunn). 


(r) Also 9... a6 10 dxc6 axb5 11 Bxb5 Bg5 12 cxb7 Bxb7 with fair play for a 
pawn, Svidler—Morozevich, St. Petersburg 2002. 


(s) 12 Be2 Bf6 13 0-0 c5 14 Rfel a6 15 a4 Re8 was fine for Black in Bellon 
Lopez-—L Ivanov, Benidorm 1982. 


(t) 5 Nxe5 Nxe4 6 Qg4 Nxc3 7 Qxg7 Rf8 8 a3 Bad 9 Nxc6 dxc6 10 Qedt Qe7 
11 Qxe7t Kxe7 12 Bd2 Bf5 13 bxc3 (13 Bxc3 Bxce3t 14 bxc3 Bxc2 = 
[Bogoljubow]; 13 Bd3 Bxd3 14 cxd3 Rg8 = —Parma) 13... Bxc2 14 c4 Bxd2t 
15 Kxd2 Bg6 16 h4 h6 17 Rh3 +, Nadyrkhanov-—Safin, Bishkek 1991. 


(u) 6...d6 7 Bb5t Kfs (7... c6 8 dxc6 0-0 9 Nd7 +) 8 Nd3 Bxc3t 9 bxc3 Nxe4 
10 Qf3 Nf6 11 Be4 Bg4 = (Gutman). 


(v) 7 Bd3 Nexd5 8 exd5 Re8 9 0-0 Rxe5 10 d6 Bxd6 11 Nb5 Bf8 12 Bf4 Rc5 13 Be3 
Red is a curious draw by repetition. 


(w) 9 Bg5 Nf5 10 exf5 d6 11 f4 is an unclear alternative. 


(x) After 12 Be2 d6 13 0-0 Re5 14 Bd4 Bf5 15 Qc4 Re7 16 Bd3 Ng4 17 Rfe1 Ne5 
18 Qb5 bé6 chances are equal, Valenti—Arlandi, Lugano 1989. 
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THREE KNIGHTS’ GAME 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 
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LACK CHOOSES THE THREE KNIGHTS’ GAME to avoid the symmetry of the 
Four Knights’ Game. The choice is risky as there is no third move 
quite so sound as developing his second knight. Still, there is less 
worry about dull drawish play in the Three Knights’, so enterprising play- 
ers such as Alekhine, Keres, Larsen, and Romanishin have favored it. It 
can certainly be a good choice against a cautious, safe opponent who will 
not aggressively press for the advantage. , 
The most frequent Black third move is 3... g6, columns 1—4. After 
4 d4 exd4 White has a choice between 5 Nxd4 and 5 Nd5 with both moves 
possibly leading to a small edge. Column 5, 3 ... Bb4, is rarely played but 
White usually doesn’t get more than a small advantage. Column 6, 
3... Bc5,is riskier asit runs into the classic pawn fork after 4 Nxe5 Nxe5 
5 d4. Despite attempts to improve the line, White holds the edge. 


THREE KNIGHTS’ GAME 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
BOs xcocsqciangycnbas ii ur vote hiaareree ders geaeceetbaweates Bb4........5- Bc5(v) 
4 d4(a) Nd5 Nxe5 
exd4 Ba5(r) Nxe5 
5 NODS isiecscdeave dvtaseteess Nxd4 Bc4(s) d4 
Bg7(b) Bg7 Nf6é Bd6é 
6  Bg5 Be3 0-0 dxe5 
Nee7(c) Nf6(k) d6 Bxe5 
7 Nxd4........ e5(h) Nxc6 ......5. Qd2 d3 Bd3(w) 
hé(d) hé bxc6 0-0 hé Qh4(x) 
8 Bh4(e) Bxe7(i) e5 0-0-0 c3 Nd5(y) 
c6 Nxe7 Nga(1) Re&(n) Nxd5(t) Ne7(z) 
9 Nc3 Qxd4 Bd4 £3(o) exd5 g3 
Qb6 Nxd5 Qe7 d5 Ne7 Qh3 
10 Nb3 Qxd5 Qe2 Nxc6(p) d4 Nxe7 
a5(f) 0-0 £6(m) bxc6 exd4 Kxe7 
11 ad 0-0-0 exf6 Bhé Qa4t f4 
d5(g) d6(j) Nxf61 Bh8&(q) c6(u) Qg2(aa) 


(a) 4 Bc4 Bg7 5 a3 dé 6 d3 h6 7 0-0 =, Pedrich—Grabarczyk, Poland 1991, 


(b) (A)5... Nb4 6 Bg5 f6 7 Nxfét Nxf6 8 e5 Nbd5 9 Qxd4 c5 10 Qh4 Qast 11 Bd2 
Qb6 12 0-0-0 is a dangerous attack. (B) 5...h6 6 Nxd4 Nf6 7 Nb5 Nxd5 
8 exd5 a6 9 Qe2t +, Volchok—Kots, USSR 1962. 


(c) 6... Nge7? 7 Nxd4 Bxd4 8 Qxd4! wins. (B)6...f6 7 Bf4 d6 8 Nxd4 Nge7 
9 Bc4 Ned 10 Bb3 +, Lemmer—Naiditsch, Belgium 2004. 


(d) 7... c6 8 Nxe7 Nxe7 9 Qd2 hé6 10 Bh4 d5 11 0-0-00-0 12 exd5 g5 13 Bg3 Qxd5 
14 c4 &, Jonkman—Krasenkow, Wijk aan Zee 2002. 


(e) 8 Bf4 d5 9 Qd2 Nf6 10 0-0-0 Nxe4 11 Nxe4 dxe4 12 Bc4 Nf5 =, Lehmann— 
Keres, West Germany vs. USSR 1966. 


(f) 10...d5 11 Bd3 Be6 12 0-0 dxe4 13 Nxe4 +, Bhend—Ackermann, Brocco 
1991 


(g) After 12 Bd3 Nf6é 13 0-0 dxe4 (Bisguier—Keres, Gothenburg 1955) White gains 
a slight advantage with 14 Bxf6 Bxf6 15 Nxe4. 


(h) 7 Bc4 c6 8 Nxe7 Nxe7 9 0-0 =, Honfi—Radovici, Kecskemet 1962. 
(i) 8 Bh4 g5 9 Nxe7 Qxe7 10 Bg3 f5 (Zukertort) is equal. 
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(j) 12 h3 Be6 13 Qxb7 Rb8 14 Qe4 Qe8 15 Re1 cS 16 b3 Rb4 and Black has com- 
pensation for his pawn, Osman—Tisdall, Capelle la Grande 1993. 


(k) 6... Nge7 7 Qd2 0-0 8 0-0-0 d6é 9 Kb1 a6 10 h4 h5 11 Nxc6 Nxc6 12 Bg5 =, 
Leko—Alterman, Munich 1991. 


(I) 8...Nd5 9 Nxd5 cxd5 10 Qxd5 Rb8 11 G-0-0 +, Berg—Santos, Bled Ol. 2002, 
(m) 10...Qe6 11 Ne4 d6 12 Ng5 +, Radu—Dabrowska, Singapore 1990. 


(n) (A) 8... Nxd4 9 Bxd4 d6 10 f3 Be6 11 g4.c5 12 Be3 Qa5 13 Bh6 +, Yurtaev— 
Gulko, Frunze 1985, (B) 8... Ng4 9 Nxc6 bxc6 10 Bd4 Bxd4 11 Qxd4 Qf6é 
12 h3 Qxd4 13 Rxd4 +, Am. Rodrfguez—Lima, Matanzas 1992. 


(0) 9 Nxc6 bxc6 10 Bg5 Qe7 11 Bc4 Qed 12 Rde1 d6 13 f4 Qa5d 14 e5 +, Abdel- 
van der Sterren, Lucerne 1989. 


(p) (A) 10 Bb5 Bd7 11 exd5 Nxd4 12 Bxd4 Bxb5 13 Nxb5 Qxd5 14 Nxe7 (14 Nc3 
Qc6 =, Braun—Geller, Dortmund 1992) 14... Qxa2 15 c3 Rec8 leaves an un- 
clear position, Malahov—Geller, Russia 1994. (B) 10 exd5 Nxd5 11 Nxc6 bxc6 
12 Nxd5 Qxd5! =, Vehi Bach—Baron Rodriguez, Pamplona 2002. 


(q) After 12 exd5 Nxd5 13 Bc4 is clearly in White's favor, Svidler—Geller, Moscow 
1992, 


(r) (A) 4... Nf6 5 Nxb4 Nxb4 6 Nxe5 Qe7 7d4d6 8 a3 dxe5 9 axb4 exd4 10 Qxd4 
with a slight edge for White (Belavenets). (B) 4... Be7 5 d4 d6 6 Bb5 Bg4 
7 dxe5 dxe5 8 h3 Bd7 9 Qe2 +, Botvinnik—Smyslov, Sverdlovsk 1943. 


(s) 5 c3 d6 6 b4 Bb6 7 a4 aG 8 Nxbé = (Keres). 
(t) 8... 0-0 9 b4 Bb6 10 a4 +, Alekhine—Cohn, Karlsbad 1911. 


(u) White has a small edge after 12 dxc6 bxc6 13 Nxd4 Bd7 14 Re1, Leonhardt— 
Tarrasch, Hamburg 1919. 


(v) (A) 3...£5 4 d4 fxe4 5 Nxe5 Nf6 6 Bc4 d5 7 Nxd5 Nxd5 8 Qh5t g6 9 Nxg6 
hxg6 10 Qxg6t Kd7 11 Bxd5 +, Breyer—Balla, Pistyan 1912. (B) 3... Nge7 
4 Bc4 Ng6 5 d4 exd4 6 Nxd4 Bb4 7 0-0 Bxc3 8 bxc3 0-0 9'f4 Nad 10 Bd3 +, 
Goldenov—Bakulin, USSR 1965. 


(w) (A) 7 £4 Bxc3+ 8 bxc3 Qe7 9 Qd4 Nf6 10 e5-d6 11 Be2 dxe5 with chances 
for both sides (Romanishin). (B) 7 Bc4 Nf6 8 0-0 0-0 9 Bg5 +, Nepeina— 
Litinskaya, Simferopol 1992. 


(x) Romanishin’s patent. On 7...d6 80-0 Qh4 9 f4 Bd4t 10 Kh1 leaves White a 
clear plus, Verlinsky—Kubbel, USSR 1922. 


(y) 8 Bd2 Nf6 9 Qe2 0-0 10 g3 Qh3 11 £4 Bxc3 12 Bxc3 d6 13 Bxfé +, Zamick— 
Fressinet, ACP Blitz 2004. 


(z) (A) 8...c6 9 Ne3 Ne7 10 g3 Qh3 11 £4 +. (B) 8... Nfé 9 Ne3 Nxe4 10 Qe2 
Ncbd 11 Nd5 Nxd3+ 12 cxd3 + (Glek), 


(aa) After 12 Rf1 Bd4 13 Qhd d5 14 Bd2 Rd& 15 f5 Bxb2 16 Rd1 dxe4 17 Bc4 Black 
resigned in Glek-Romanishin, Biel 1996, 
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PHILIDOR’S DEFENSE 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 dé 


% Y 


ata 


eighteenth century. He proposed this defense in his L’analyse of 

1749 and it was respected and frequently played until even the 
early twentieth century. Great players of a hundred years ago—Nim- 
zovich, Tartakower, Alekhine, and Marco—would use it occasionally, but 
since that time the opening has been out of fashion. The prevailing opin- 
ion since then is that it is too passive and that White will obtain a more ag- 
gressive position in the center. This may be true, but there is no large 
advantage that White can force and the defense is respectable. 

White’s usual response is 3 d4 (columns 1-5) when Black has two 
main options: maintaining the e5 strongpoint (columns 1-3), or giving up 
the center with 3... exd4. Nimzovich’s 3... Nf6 (columns 1—2) avoids 
some of the sharper lines White has against 3... Nd7. White can try to ex- 
ploit this move order with 4 dxe5 (note b) but the usual continuation, 4 
Nc3, leads to a slight spatial advantage. The Hanham Variation, 3... Nd7 
(column 3), has been revived since some of the sting of the aggressive 7 
Ng5 has been removed. After 3... exd4 (columns 4-5) White can recap- 
ture with either the queen (column 4) or the knight (column 5). Both 
moves lead to sharp positions where castling on opposite wings is com- 
mon. White can play slowly and safely with 3 Bc4 (column 6), though this 
gives him few chances for the advantage. 


[P| HILIDOR WAS A COMPOSER OF music and by far the best chess player in the 


PHILIDOR’S DEFENSE 


1e4 e5 2 Nf d6 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
3 O44 im discatccsdines on cue eles Ph amaaueawebe cadsu nated nvanawaedanuaeeans Bc4. 
NGG (8) 5 ivoseveseaeeteteins Nd7 ......... exd4 Be7(x) 
4 Nc3(b) Bc4 Qxd4........ Nxd4. 0-O(y) 
Nbd7 c6(j) Nf6(n) Nf6(r) Nf6 
5 Bc4(c) Nc3(k) Bg5(o) Nc3 d3 
Be7 Be7 Be7 Be7 0-0 
6 0-0(d) dxe5 Nc3 Bf4(s) c3 
0-0 dxe5 0-0 0-0 c6 
7 a4(e) Ng5 0-0-0 Qd2 Bb3 
c6 Bxg5 Nc6é c6(t) Bg4(z) 
B REL see eseee Qe2 Qh5 Qdz2 0-0-0 Nbd2 
b6 exd4(h) Qe7 a6(p) b5(u) Nbd7 
9 Bg5(f) Nxd4 Qxg5(1) Kb1 £3 h3 
a6 Re8 Nef6 b5 b4 Bh5 
10 dxe5 Ba2 a4 Bd3 Nce2(v) Rel 
Nxe5(g) Bfa(i) 0-0(m) “Ne5(q) c5(w) Nc5 (aa) 


(a) Against 3... f5 the simplest line is 4 exf5 e4 5 Ng5 followed by a subsequent 
f3—Larsen. 


(b) 4 dxe5 is an attempt to exploit this move order. After 4...Nxe4 5 Qd5 
(5 Nbd2 Nxd2 6 Bxd2 Be7 7 Bf4 d5 =, Geller-Campora, Moscow 1989) 
5... Nce5 6 Bg5 Qd7 7 exd6 Bxd6 8 Nc3 Qe6t 9 Qxe6t (9 Be3 is a tad better) 
Nxe6 10 Be3 Bb4 =, Garrido Dominguez—Campora, Seville 2005. 


(c) A slow but solid strategy is 5 g3 Be7 6 Bg2 0-0 7 0-0 c6 8 a4 Re8 9 h3 Bf8 
10 Re1 Qc7 11 a5 +, L. Milov-Kunin, Germany 2004, 


(d) 6 dxe5 dxe5 7 Bxf7+ Kxf7 8 Ng5t Kg8 9 Ne6 Qe8 10 Nxc7 Qg6 11 Nxa8 Qxg2 
12 Rf1 Nc5 leads to even chances. 


(e) 7 dxe5 dxe5 8 Qe2 c6 9 a4 Qc7 10 h3 Nc5 11 Rd1 Ne6 12 Be3 a5 =, Rozentalis— 
Yanvarev, Uzhgorod 1987. 


(f) 9 d5 cxd5 10 Nxd5 Nxd5 11 Bxd5 Rb8 12 Qd3 Nf6 13 Bb3 h6 14 Bd2 Bb7 =, 
O. Korneev—Panchenko, Russia 1995. 


(g) 11 Nxe5 (11 Be2 h6 12 Bf4 Ng6 13 Be3 Ng4 =, Luciano—Kosten, Imperia 1993) 
11...dxe5 12 Qf3 Nd7 13 Be3 Bc5 14 Rad1 Qe7 =, Leskur-Stikovic, Serbia 
2006, 


(h) (A)8...a59Rd1 exd4 10 Nxd4Re8 11 Bf4 Ned 12 Bb3 Nfd7 is roughly equal, 
Petrushin—Savon, Podolsk 1992. (B) 8...Qc7 9 h3 b6 10 Rd1 Bb7 11 dxe5 
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Nxe5 12 Bb3 a5 4.8... b6 9 Rd1 Qc7 10 d5 c5 11 Nh4 a6 12 Nfs =, J. Polgar— 
Izeta, Dos Hermanas 1993. 


(i) After 11 Qf3 Ne5 12 Qd1 Ng6 13 Re1 a6 =, Skripchenko—Dorfman, France 2003. 
(j) 4...Be7? 5 dxe5 Nxe5 6 Nxe5 dxe5 7 Qh5 wins a pawn. 


(k) 5 0-0 Be7 6 dxe5 dxe5 7 Ng5 is similar to the text. 5 Ng5 Nh6 6 0-0 Be7 7 Qh5 
0-0 8 c3 Nf6 is about even. 


(1) 9 Bxg5 Ngf6 is equal. 


(m) Brenjo—Djosic, Belgrade 2005, Now 11 b3 (instead of 11 0-0 Qb4) leaves White 
with a slight edge. 


(n) Many moves have been played here. (A) 4... a6 5 Bg5 Nc6 6 Qd2 Be7 
7 Bxe7 Nge7 8 Nc3 0-0 9h3 is a very small edge, Sutovsky—Bacrot, Internet 
2003. (B) 4... Nc6 5 Bb5 Bd7 6 Bxc6 was played in many 19th-century 
games. (C) 4... Bd7 5 Bf4 Nc6 6 Qd2 Nge7 7 Nc3 Ng6 8 Bg5 Be7 9 Bxe7 
Qxe7 10 0-0-0 +, Kurajica—Westerinen, Sollingen 1974. 


(0) 5 e5 is considered to lead to equality after 5... dxe5 6 Qxd8t Kxd8 7 Nxe5 
Be6 8 Bc4 Bxc4. 


(p) 8... Be6 9 h4 Re8 10 Bb5 a6 11 Bxc6 bxc6 12 Nd4 Bd7 13 f3 h6 14 Be3 d5 
15 exd5 Nxd5 16 Nxc6 +, Rozentalis—Glek, Budapest 1996. 


(q) 11 Nxe5 dxe5 12 f3 c6 =, Sax—Tseshkovsky, Banja Luka 1981. 


(r) 4... g6 is another line here. A typical example is 5 Nc3 Bg7 6 Be3 Bg7 7 Qd2 
0-0 8 0-0-0 Re8 9 £3 Nc6 10 h4 Nxd4 11 Bxd4 Be6 +, V. Chernov—Negulescu, 
Romania 1995. 


(s) White has a wide choice of reasonable moves here—6 Bc4, 6 Be2, 6 g3, and 
even 6 Qf3 (van der Wiel—Bosboom, Leeuwarden 1994) have been tried. 


(t) 7...d5 8Ndb5 Bb4 9 0-0-0 c6 10 Nc7 Nxe4 11 Qe3 Bc5 (11... Nxc3 12 bxc3 
Ba3t 13 Kb1i Na6 14 Nxa8 +, Kalegin—Ryabchenko, Russia 1992) 12 Qxe4 
Qxc7 13 Bxc7 =, 


(u) 8...d5 9 exd5 Nxd5 10 Nxd5 Qxd5 11 Kb1 +, Leko—Barbero, Hungary 1994. 


(v) Am. Rodriguez recommends 10 Nbi1! instead, which is at least equal for 
White. 


(w) 11 Nf5 BxfS5 12 exf5, Am. Rodrfguez—Conquest, Cienfuegos 1996; now 
12 ...d5 13 g4 d4 would slighly favor Black. 


(x) Other choices are 3...Nd7, 3...Qf6, 3... Be6, 3... Bg4, 3... Be6, and 
3... Nc6. : 


(y) 4 d4 exd4 5 Nxd4 transposes into column 5. 
(z) 7... Be6 and 7... Nbd7 could also be played. 


(aa) 10... d5?! 11 cxd5 cxd5 12 g4 Bg6 13 Nxe5 Nxe5 14 Rxe5 is good for White— 
Black has not enough for the pawn. After 10 ...Nc5 11 Bc2 Ne6 12 Nf1 Nd7 
13 Ng3 Bxf3 14 Qxf3 g6 15 Be3 Bg5, the game is completely equal, Gelfand— 
Yusupov, Munich 1994. This line resembles some quiet lines in the Bishop's 
Opening. 
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PONZIANI’S OPENING 


1 e4 e5 2 NS Nc6 3 c3 


re az 


Fin ag 
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ONZIAN’S OPENING is a simple attempt to build a strong pawn center 
of e4 and d4. The plan is somewhat crude, however, and Black can 
equalize with little trouble. The opening was popular in the nine- 
teenth century, but nowadays it is used only for surprise value or by play- 
ers like Hector and Velimirovié who wish to avoid the beaten paths. 
Black can counter White’s threatened pawn center in several ways. 
He can counterattack and remove White’s e-pawn with 3...Nf6 4 d4 
Nxe4 (columns 1-2), which is the simplest route to equality. He can play 
4...d5 (column 3) forcing central exchanges. He can try to seize the ini- 
tiative with 3... d5 (columns 4—6), which leads to sharp play. After 4 Qa4 
Black can either sacrifice material with 4... Nf6 (column 4) or solidify 
the center with f6 (column 5). Both methods lead to appoximate equality. 
4 Bb5 (column 6) leads to a sharp position with mutual chances. 


PONZIANI’S OPENING 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf Nc6 3 c3 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
NGG viiveeeoiseacceaisscestedus cisanseveties d5(n) 
4 d4 Oat catasceotuctes Bb5 
NX64 atic oie ie deat d5(j) Nf6(o)....... f6 dxe4(u) 
5 d5 Bb5 Nxe5 Bb5 Nxe5 
Ne7(a)....... Nb8 exd4(k) Bd6é Ne7 Qd5(v) 
6 Nxe5 Bd3(f) e5 Nxc6 exd5 Qa4 
Ngé Nc5(g) Ne4 bxc6 Qxd5 Ne7 
7 Nxg6(b) Nxe5 Nxd4 d3(p) d4 £4 
hxg6 Nxd3t Bc5(1) 0-0 e4(s) exf3(w) 
8 Qe2 Nxd3 0-0 Be2 c4 Nxf3 
Qe7 d6(h) 0-0 Re8(q) Qd7 Be6(x) 
9 Bf4(c) 0-0 Bxc6 Bg5 d5 0-0 
d6 Be7 bxc6 Rb8 exf3 0-0-0 
10 Na3 Qf3 Be3(m) Qc2 gxf3 d4 
Rh5(d) 0-0 Qes hé Qh3 Qh5 
11 0-0-0 Be3 £3 Bxf6 dxc6 c4 
Rf5(e) Nd7(i) Nd6 = Qxfé(r) b6(t) Bg4(y) 


(a) 5... Bc5 6 dxc6 Bxf2t (6... Nxf2 7 Qd5 Qe7 8 cxb7 +) 7 Ke2 bxc6 8 Qa4 f5 
9 Nbd2 0-0 10 Nxe4 fxe4 11 Qxe4 Bb6 12 Kd2 d6 13 Bd3 Bfs 14 Qxc6 +, 
Hector—Sandstrom, Copenhagen 1991. 


(b) (A) 7 Bd3 Nxe5 8 Bxe4 Bcd 9 Qhs5 d6 10 Bg5 Bg4! + (Anand). (B) 7 Qd4 Qfé 
8 Qxe4 Qxe5 = Lukin—Guliev, Katowice 1991. 


(c) 9 Be3 Rh5 10 c4 Qed 11 £4 Bb4t 12 Kd1 Qe7 is about equal, Makropoulos— 
P. Nikolié, Athens 1985. 


(d) 10... Nf6 11 0-0-0 Qxe2 12 Bxe2 Bg4 13 £3 Bd7 14 Nb5 +, Delchev—Plachetka, 
Metz 2002. 


(e) 12 Qe3 Bf6 13 Bb5t Kd8 =, Hector~Khalifman, London 1991. 


(f) 6 Nxe5 Qe7 7 Qd4 Nxc3 8 Nxc3 d6 9 BbS5t Nd? =, Soderberg—Ernst, Swedish 
Cup 2001, 


(g) 6... Nf&6 7 Nxe5 Bc& 8 0-0 0-0 9 b4 Bb6 10 Bgs h6 11 Bh4 dé 12 Ne4 +, 
Chigorin~Gunsberg, Havana 1890. 


(h) 8... Be7 9 Qg4 0-0 10 Bhé Bf6 11 dé =, Blad—Clarke, Lugano 1968. 
(i) 12 Nd2 Bf6 13 h3 =, Dueckstein—Prameshuber, Krems 1967, 
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(j)} 4...d6 5 Bd3 (5 Bb5 Bd7 would transpose into the Ruy Lopez) 5... Be7 
6 0-0 0-0 7 h3 exd4 8 cxd4 Nb4 9 Nc3 Nxd3 10 Qxd3 with a small edge for 
White, Dolmatov—Plachetka, Hradec Kralove 1981. 


(k) 5... Nxe4 6 Nxe5 Bd7 7 Bxc6 bxc6 8 0-0 Be7 9 Nd2 Nxd2 =, Perez Gonzales— 
Hernandez, Humanidad Open 2006. 


(1) 7... Bd7 is possible also. After 8 Qb3 a6 9 Be2 Bc8 10 Nxc6 bxc6 chances are 
even, Makropoulos—Dorfman, Zamardi 1980. 


(m) 10 b4 Bxd4 11 cxd4 Ba6 12 Re1 Qh4 F, Bator—Berkell, Sweden 1986. 


(n) 3...f54d4 fxe4 5 Nxed Qf6 6 Ng4 Qg6 7 d5 Nbé 8 Bf4 d6 9Ne3 +, Bogdano— 
Tsvetkov, Sofia 1955. This is like a Latvian Gambit. 


(0) 4... Bd7 5 exd5 Nd4 6 Qd1 Nxf3t 7 Qxf3 Nf6 8 Be4 e4 9 Qe2 Bd6 10 d3 0-0 
11 dxe4 Nxe4 12 Be3 f5 13 Nd2 Nxd2 14 Qxd2 f4 15 Bd4 Qe7+t, Kranzl—Blatny, 
Vienna 1991. Chances are about even. 


(p) Neither 7 Qxc6+ Bd7 8 Qa6 dxe5 nor 7 d4 dxe5 8 Ba6 Bd7 9 Bb7 c5 is good for 
White. 


(q) 8... Qe8 9 Nd2 Rb8 10 0-0 c5 and Black has enough for the pawn, Nowak— 
Kaikamdzhozov, Sofia 1970. 


(r) 12 Nd2 Qg6 13 Bf3 dxe4 14 dxe4 Ba6 15 0-0-0 c5 =, Kurnosov—Smirnov, Rus- 
sia 2002. 


(s) (A) 7... Bd7 8 Be3 exd4 9 cxd4 Ned 10 Nc3 Nxf3t 11 gxf3 QfS 12 0-0-0 a6 
13 d5 +, Maas—Mitchell, London 1912. (B) 7...a6 8 Bc4 Qe4t 9 Be3 exd4 
10 cxd4 Bd7 may be playable. 


(t) After 12 Qd1 Ng6 (Zagorovsky), chances are equal. 


(u) 4...Qd6 5 exd5 Qxd5 6 Qe2 f6 7 d4 Bd7 (7... Bg4 8 c4 Bxf3 9 cxd5 Bxe2 
10 Kxe2 a6 11 dxc6 axb5 12 cxb7 +, Sakaev—A. Ivanov, Leningrad 1990) 
8 dxe5 Nxe5 9 Bxd7t Kxd7 10 Nxe5t Qxe5 11 Qxe5 fxe5 12 Nd2 +, Sakaev— 
N. Mitkov, Leningrad 1991. 


(v) 5... Qg5 6 Qa4 (6 d4is possible here) 6... Qxg2 7 Bxc6t bxc6 8 Qxc6t Kd8 
9 Rf1 Bh3 10 Qxa8t Ke7 11 Kd1 Qxfit 12 Kc2 BfS 13 Na3 , Berg—K. Mueller, 
corr. 1991. 


(w) 7... Bd78 Nxd7 Kxd7 9 Bc4. Qf5 10d 4 exd3 =, Olsson—Hector, Sweden 2003. 


(x) 8...Bd7 9 0-0 0-0 10 d4 Qh5, Falkbeer—Anderssen, Berlin 1851; now 
11 Nbd2 is a slight edge for White. 


(y) 12 d5 Nfs 13 Bf4 BcdSt 14 Kh1 Ned4 15 bé4, Filchev—Pelitov, Sofia 1954; now 
15... Bxf3 16 Rxf3 Nxf3 17 bxc5 Nxh2 18 Bxh2 Ng3t is a draw (Filchev). In- 
stead of 11 c4 White might try 11 Nbd2. 


GORING GAMBIT 


1 e4 €5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 exd4 4 c3 


= 


4 
a 


ff 


HE GORING GamaiT offers a pawn sacrifice to develop quickly and 
clear the black e-pawn from the center. White posts his bishop on 

c4 to pressure f7, and hopes his initiative will lead to an attack. 
The gambit gives White fair compensation for a pawn, but no advantage. 
Thus the opening sees only occasional use by serious tournament players, 
while attacking amateurs will use it for stylistic reasons. Alekhine played 
the G6ring on occasion as did Marshall and Mieses. Sometimes modern 
grandmasters will employ it, but more often in blitz games where sacri- 
fices need less justification. 

Accepting the gambit leaves Black with equal chances. Column 1 is 
4...dxc3 5 Nxc3 Bb4, while column 2 is 5...d6. In column 3 White 
plays the Danish-like 5 Bc4, gambiting two pawns, and Black plays to 
hold the material. 

Declining the gambit is safer (columns 4—6). Column 4, 4... d3, may 
allow White a slight positional plus. 4... Nf6 (column 5) leads to com- 
plicated and obscure play. Column 6 is Capablanca’s drawing line. It has 
held up over the years and is a big reason the Géring Gambit is little 
played. 


GORING GAMBIT 


1 e4 e5 2 Nf Nc6 3 d4 exd4 4 c3 


1 2 3 ‘4 5 6 
OXC3 ici vias Vie asdedieed eisai ia avon vews (5 ee Nf6 .......... d5 
5 INXGS eek. esis Sesuveees Bc4 Bxd3 e5 exd5 
Bb4.......... d6 cxb2 d6(n) Ne4(p) Qxd5 
6 Bc4 Bc4 Bxb2 0-0 Qe2 cxd4 
d6(a) Nfé(g) d6(k) Nf6é £5(q) Bb4t(u) 
7 0-0(b) Qb3 0-0(1) Nd4 exf6(r) Nc3 
Bxc3 Qd7 Be6 Be7 d5 Bg4 
8 bxc3 Ng5 Bxe6 £4 Nbd2(s) Be2 
Nf6(c) Ned fxe6 0-0 Qxf6é Bxf3(v) 
9  ~=e5(d) Bb5 Qb3 “Qce2 Nxe4 Bxf3 
Nxe5(e) c6 Qd7 Re8 dxe4 Qc4 
10 Nxe5 £4 Ng5 Nd2 Qxe4t Bxc6t(w) 
dxe5 Neg4(h) Nd& Bfs Qe6 bxc6(x) 
11 Qb3 Bc4(i) f4. N2f3 Bd3 Qe2t 
Qe7 d5 Nfé g6 dxc3 Qxe2zt 
12 Ba3 Nxd5 Nd2 Bd2 0-0 Kxe2 
c5(f) Nxd5(j) Be7(m) Bg7(o) Qxed(t) Ne7(y) 


(a) A playable alternative is 6... Nf6 7 e5 d5 8 exf6 dxc4 9 Qxd8&t Nxd8 10 fxg7 
Bxc3t 11 bxc3 Rg8 12 Bhé f6 =, Dolgov—Kaverin, corr. 1991. 


(b) The immediate 7 Qb3 Bxc3t 8 bxc3 (8 Qxc3 is possibly better) 8... Qd7 
9 Qc2 Nf6 leaves Black a slight plus, Ciocaltea—Kovacs, Puja 1971. 


(c) (A) 8... Bg4 9 Qb3 Bxf3 10 Bxf7t Kfs 11 gxf3 Ne5 12 Bxg8 Rxg8 13 f4 Nf3t 
14 Khi Qd7 15 c4 (15 f5 Qc6, Cargnel—Hegeler, corr. 1986) with even chances. 
(B) 8... Be6 9 Bxe6 fxe6 10 Qb3 Qd7 11 Qxb7 =, Bjerring—Lein, Varna 1974. 


(d) 9 Ba3 is interesting here, After 9...Bg4 10 Qb3 Bxf3 11 Bxf7t Kis 12 gxf3 
Ned 13 Be6 White is slightly better, Styazhkin—Bunich, Leningrad 1984. 


(e) 9... dxe5 10 Qb3 0-0 11 Ng5 Qe8 12 Ba3 Na5 13 Qb4 Nxe4 14 Qxcé4 c6 =, Hag- 
berg—Turpin, Rilton Cup 2005. 


(f) 13 Bb5t Kfs (the most challenging; 13 ... Bd7 14 Bxd7+ Nxd7 15 Qxb7 Rb8 
16 Qxa7 0-0 =, Chudinovskikh—Saharov, USSR 1979; 13...Nd7 14 Bxd7t 
Bxd7 15 Qxb7 =, Velimirovié—Littleton, The Hague 1966) 14 f4 e4 15 f5 h& 
(15 ...h6 is possible) 16 Rad1 Qc7, Saksis—Prieditis, corr. 1997. White prob- 
ably has slighty worse chances. 


(g) 6... Be6 7 Bxe6 fxe6 8 Qb3 Qd7 9 Qxb7 Rb8 10 Qa6 Be7 11 0-0 Bfé 
(11... Nf6 12 Rd1 0-0 13 Qe2 e5 14 Nd5 +, Klovans—Tolush, USSR 1962) 
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12 e5 Nxe5 13 Nxe5 Bxe5 14 Qxa7 is about even, Levy—Feller, Praia del Rocha 
1969. In this line if 8... Qc87! 9 Ng5 Nd8 10 f4 Be7 11 £5 Bxg5 12 Bxg5 +, 
Zhuravlev—Tarve, USSR 1968. 


(bh) 10... cxb5 11 fxe5 dxe5 12 Be3 a5 13 0-0 a4 14 Qxb5 Bd6 15 Qe2 is compen- 
sation for the pawn, Mastrovasilis—Nikolaidis, Greece 2003. 


(i) 11 h3 cxbd 12 hxg4 h6 13 Nxbs d5 = (Lepeshkin). 


() Following 13 exd5 Bc5 14 dxc6 Qe7t 15 Kf1 0-0 16 Bd2 Bf5 Black had good 
compensation for his material, Fedoseev—Obultov, Russia 1996. 


(k) More aggressive is 6... Bb4t 7 Nc3 Nf6 8 Qc2?! d6 9 0-0-0 Bxc3 10 Bxc3 Be6 
11 Bxe6 fxe6 12 e5 Nd5 13 exd6 0-0 +, Mestani—Samil, Turkish Chp. 2004. 
White gets better play from 8 0-0 0-09 e5. 


(1) 7 Nc3 Be7 8 Qb3 Nh6 9 Nd5 f6 10 0-0 Na5 was good for Black in Csom—Barcza, 
Hungary 1967. 


(m) 13 Rad1 h6 14 e5 hxg5 15 exf6 Bxf6 16 fxg5 Bxb2 17 Qxb2 with chances for 
both sides, Dolgov—Wulthauser, corr. 1990. 


(n) 5... Bc5 6 0-0 d6 7 b4 Bbé 8 a4 a6 9 Na3 +, Milner-Barry—Hilton, England 
1959, 


(o) 13 Rae1 Nd7 14 b4 4, Shevelev—Zarubin, Voronezh 1987. 


(p) 5...Nd5 6 cxd4 d6 7 Bb5 Be7 8 Nc3 Nxc3 9 bxc3 0-0 10 0-0 Bg4 11 Qd3 Qc8 
12 Bf4 is a tiny edge for White, Lukin—Ceshkovski, Russia 1995. 


(q) 6...d5 7 exdé f5 8 Nxd4 (8 Nbd2 Qxd6 9 Bxe4 fxe4 10 Qxe4t Qe6 11 Bd3 
dxc3 =, Dueckstein—Xi Jun, Vienna 1993) 8... Bxd6 9 £3 Qh4t 10 g3 Bxg3t 
11 hxg3 Qxh1 12 Bf5 is slightly better for White. 


(rt) 7 Nxd4 Bc5 8 Nxf5 0-0 9 Qxe4 d5 10 exd6 Bxf2t + (Soltis). 


(s) (A) 8 Ng5 Qxf6 9 f3 d3 10 Nxe4 dxe4 11 Qxe4t Be6 12 Bxd3. 0-0-0 gives Black 
good play, Speransky—Yakovlev, Leningrad 1983. (B) 8 Nxd4 Nxd4 9 cxd4 Kf7 
10 fxg7 Bb4t 11 Kd1 Re8 +, Levy—Boey, Siegen 1970. 


(t) 13 Bxe4 Bd7 14 bxc3 0-0-0 15 Ng5 Re8 16 Bxh7 +, Al Modiahki—Kharlov, 
Dubai 2001. 


(u) 6... Nf6 7 Nc3 Bb4 8 Be2 Ne4 9 Bd2 Bxc3 10 bxc3 0-0 11 00 Nxd2 =, 
Ljubojevié—Portisch, Milan 1975. 


(v) 8... 0-0-090-0Qd7 (9... Qa5 10 Be3 Nge7 11 Na4 Ng6 12 h3 Be6 +, Estrin— 
Sevecek, corr. 1968) 10 Be3 Nf6 11 Qa4 +, Mieses—Levy, Vienna 1907. 


(w) (A) 10 Qb3 Qxb3 11 axb3 Nge7 12 0-0 a6 =, Ljubojevié—Ree, Amsterdam 1972. 
(B) 10 Be3 Bxc3t 11 bxc3 Qxc3t 12 Kf1 Qc4t 13 Kgl Nge7 14 Rc1 Qxa2 
15 Rai draw agreed, Marshall—Capablanca, Lake Hopatcong 1926. 


(x) 10... Qxc6 11 0-0 Ne7 12 Qb3 Bxc3 13 bxc3 0-0 14 c4 with a slight White 
edge, Neumeier—Svidler, Dortmund 1991. 


(y) 13 Rd1 0-0-0 14 Be3 Rhe®& =, Varitski—-Pedersen, Pardubice 2005. 
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DANISH GAMBIT 


1 e4e5 2 d4 exd4 3 c3 


a we 
y e Z 4 


HE DanisH GamsiT is the romantic player’s dream opening. White 
sacrifices two pawns to seize the initiative, determined to win 
with a blazing attack or go down in flames him/herself. This open- 
ing was first analyzed by a Danish jurist named Blankensteiner in 1830. In 
1856 a Swedish player, Dr. H.A.W. Lindehn, proposed 4 Bc4, sacrificing 
the second pawn. This was used by the Dane Martin From (who usually is 
credited with the opening) in Paris in 1867. 
In the early years of the twentieth century Marshall, Blackburne, 
Alekhine, and Mieses used the gambit in serious games, but with the 
1920s it sank into desuetude as Black’s defenses became known. There are 
no grandmasters who use this gambit in serious competition today, al- 
though it could be due for a revival as has happened to other romantic-era 
openings. 
Columns 1-4 comprise the acceptance of both pawns, when White 
has raking bishops targeting the Black kingside. 5 ... d5, returning one of 
the pawns, is the Schlechter Defense (column 1), thought to lead to an 
even but unbalanced endgame. Column 2 is a more ambitious attempt at 
refutation. Columns 3—4 show Black holding on to the pawns at least tem- 
porarily and trying to defend, resulting in unclear play. Column 5 is an in- 
teresting old line tried by Spielmann and Nezmetdinov and never refuted. 
Finally, declining the gambit with 3...d5 is likely good enough for 
equality, with 4...Qxd5 usually transposing into the Géring Gambit 
lines, and 4... Nf6 5 Bb5t giving White a tiny edge. 
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DANISH GAMBIT 


1e4e5 2 d4 exd4 3 c3(a) 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
ETE 0 os carte Se eh aa ticansscna ian see ieeeliodes 067 caus d5 
4 Bc4 cxd4(r) exd5 
cxb2 Qxe4t Nf6é(w) 
5 Bxb2 Be3(s) Bb5t(x) 
OD rite sarl wave uideweereeds Bb4t(j) d6 Nf6(t) c6(y) 
6 Bxd5(b) Kfi(k) Qb3 (0) Nc3 dxc6 
NEG.......085 Bb4t Nfé6(1) Qd7 Bb4. bxc6 
7 Bxf7t(c) Ne3(f) e5 Nf3(p) Nf3 Bc4 
Kxf7 Bxc3t d5 Nc6 Nd5 Bc5 
8 Qxd8 Bxc3 Bb5t(m) ~=—-Bc3 Qd2 Qe2t 
Bb4t Nf6 c6 Nh6 Nxe3 Qe7 
9 Qd2 Qi3(g) exf6 0-0 fxe3 Qxe7t 
Bxd2t Nxd5 cxb5 f6 Qe7 Kxe7 
10 Nxd2 exd5(h) fxg7 Nbd2 Bd3 cxd4 
c5(d) 0-0 Rg8 Nf7 d5(u) Bxd4 
11 Negf3 Ne2 Qc2 Rad1 0-0 Nf3 
Nc6(e) Re@(i) Be6(n) Ncd8&(q) £5(v) Rd8(z) 


(a) 3 Nf3 Bc5 4 Nxd4 Nfé 5 Nc3 d5 6 exd5 0-0 =, Blumenfeld and Klyatskin vs. 
Alekhine, Moscow 1920. : 


(b) 6 exd5 Nf6 7 Nf3 Bb4t 8 Nbd2 Qe7t =. 


(c) 7 Nc3 Be7 8 Qe2 Nxd5 9 Nxd5 c6 10 Nxe7 Qxe7 11 Bxg7 Rg8 12 Bg2 =, Hector— 
Schussler, Malmé 1985. White could try 8 Qb3 or 8 Qa4t (Christiansen). 


(d) Safer is 10... ReB 11 3 b6 12 Ne2 Ba6 =, Copeland—Matthew, U.S. Amateur 
Team East 2005. 


(e) 12 e5 Nd5 13 Ne4 b6 14 0-0-0 Nf4 15 Nd6t Ke7 16 Nxc8t Raxc8 17 e6, Preo— 
Sarink, corr. 1989. White has attacking chances. 


(f) Others possibilities: (A) 7 Nd2 Bxd2t 8 Qxd2 Nf6 9 Qg5 0-0 (9...Rg8 
10 0-0-0 Nxd5 11 Qh5 with attack—Christiansen) 10 Rd1 Nbd7 F, 
Preo—Franzen, corr. 1980. (B) 7 Ke2 Nf6 8‘Qa4t c6 9 Bxf7+ Kxf7 10 Qxb4 Rc8 
is about even, Thomas—Teo, Southampton 1986. (C) 7 Kf1 Nfé 8 Qa4t Ncé 
9 Bxc6t dxc6 10 Qxb4 Qd1t wins for Black. 


(g) 9 Nf3?! Nxd5 10 exd5 Qe7+ 11 Kf1 0-0 +, Radevich—Asaturyan, USSR 1968. 
(h) 10 Rd1 0-0 11 Rxd5 Qe7 should favor Black. 


(i) Although there is play, objectively White ‘doesn’t have enough compensation 
for the lost pawn, Grob—Weishaupt, corr. 1960. 
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(j) (A) 5... Nf66 e5 d5 7 exf6 dxc4 8 Qxd8t Kxd8 9 fxg7 Bb4t 10 Nc3 (Marshall— 
Duras, New York 1913; now 10... Rg8 is all right. Also 6 Nc3 d5 7 Nxd5 Nxd5 
8 exd5 Bb4t 9 Kf1 0-0 10 Qd4 f6 11 Ne2 gives White some attacking chances 
for the pawn. (B) 5...Nh6 (the Nordic Defense) 6 Nf3 b6 7 Qe2 Bb4t 8 Nc3 
0-0 9 0-0-0 with the idea of g4, h4 (Collijn) is unclear. 


(k) (A) 6 Nd2 Nfé 7 Bxf7t Kxf7 8 Qb3t d5 9 Qxb4 Nc6é 10 Qb3 Re8 with play for 
both sides. (B) 6 Nc3 d6 7 Nf3 Nf6 8 0-0 Bxc3 9 Bxc3 0-0 10 e5 Ne4 11 Bb2 and 
White has compensation for his material, Hartlaub—Testa, Bremen 1913. 


(l) The retrograde 6 .. . Bf8 turned out badly in Mieses—Albin, Monte Carlo 1903, 
after 7 Nc3 Nh6 8 Nf3 Nc6 9 Nd5b. 


(m) 8 exf6 dxc4 9 Qe2t Be6 10 fxg7 Rg8 11 Nce3 Qd3 F, Walentukiewicz—Sowinski, 
Poland 2001. 


(n) 12 Qxh7 Kd7 13 Nf3 +, Klovans—Petkevich, USSR 1962. 
(o) 6 £4 Be6 7 Bxe6 fxe6 8 Qb3 Nd7 9 Qxe6t Qe7 is better for Black. 


(p) 7 Nc3 Nc6 8 Nd5 Nad 9 Qg3 f6 10 Be2 c6 11 Nf4 Nh6, Mieses—Marshall, 
Hanover 1902; now 12 Nh5 would give even chances. 


(q) 12 Nd4 Be7 13 f4 0-0 (Bryson—Fernandes, Salonica 1984) 14 e5 with play for 
the material. 


(r) (A) 4 Qxd4 Nfé 5 Bd3 Nc6 6 Qa4 d5 7 Bg5 Bd7 8 Nd2 Ned 9 Bbs Nd3t =, 
Preo-Sapundzhiev, corr. 1977. (B) 4 Bd3 d5 5 e5 Ncé +. 


(s) 5 Be2 Qxg2 6 Bf3 Qg6 7 Nc3 Bb4 8 Nge2 Ne7 9 Nf4 Qfs 10 Be3d5 11 Rg! gives 
White fair attacking chances. But 5...d5 6 Nf3 Bb4t 7 Nc3 0-0 8 0-0 Bxc3 
9 bxc3 d6 leaves White too little for the pawn, Karesik—Mikhalevski, Israel 
2004. 


(t) 5... d5 is quite playable here. After 6 Nc3 Qe6 7 Nf3 c6 8 Bd3 Be7 9 0-0 Nf6 
White probably does not have enough for the pawn. 


(u) 10...d6 11 0-0 Bxc3 12 bxc3 Nc6 13 e4 0-0 14 Rae1, Romashkevich— 
Saburov, Russia 1889; now 14 .. . {6 is about even. 


(v) After 12 a3 Bxc3 13 bxc3 0-0 White has not quite enough compensation for the 
pawn. 
(w) 4... Qxd5 5 cxd4 Nf6é 6 Nf3 Bb4t 7 Nc3 0-0 (7... Nc6 see the Géring Gam- 


bit) 8 Be2 Ne4 9 Bd2 Bxc3 10 bxc3 Nxd2 11 Qxd2 Bg4 =, Ghitescu—Puribzab, 
Varna 1958. 


(x) (A) 5 cxd4 Bb4t 6 Nc3 Nxd5 7 Bd2 0-0 8 Bd3 =, Andoy—T. R. Hansen, Copen- 
hagen 2004. (B) 5 Bc4 Nxd5 6 Qb3 Qe7t =. (C) 5 Nf3 Nxd5 6 Qxd4 Nc6 7 Bb5 
Be7 =, Alekhine~Molina, Buenos Aires 1926. 


(y) 5... Bd7 6 Bc4 dxc3 7 Nxc3 gave White a space advantage in Klovans— 
Zhuravlev, Riga 1962, even though the game ended as a draw after 7... Bd6 
8 Qb3 Na6 9 Be3 0-0 10 Qxb7 Nc5 11 Bxc5 Bxc5 12 Qb3. 


(z) Not 11...c5? 12 Nxd4 cxd4 13 b3 with a big edge for White, Gusev— 
Khachaturov, Moscow .1959. After 11...Rd8 12 0-0 Ba6 13 Bxa6 Nxa6 
14 Nxd4 Rxd4 15 Be3 White has a small advantage. 
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LATVIAN GAMBIT 


1e4e 2N8 
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known as the Greco Counter-Gambit due to the wonderful games 

played by Greco in the early 1600s. It was adopted by Latvian 
players, notably Behting and Nimzovich in the 1920s and 30s, and from 
here it gets its modern name. The crazy tactical style of the opening is in 
line with the style of Latvian players such as Shirov and Tal. It is played a 
lot in correspondence chess because of the fantastic complications that 
can arise. 

Columns 1-2 cover White’s immediate attempt to exploit the a2—g8 
diagonal with 3 Bc4. After 3... fxe4 4 Nxe5 Qg5 (column 1), a blood- 
curdling position arises that has been analyzed and played by the great 
Paul Keres. 4...d5 (column 2), the Svedenborg Variation, is equally 
double-edged and exciting. Column 3, 3 exf5, and column 4, 3 d4, are less- 
played alternatives that also result in messy positions. The sane 3 Nxe5 
(columns 5-6) is most popular these days. Black can reply with the spec- 
ulative 3...Nc6 (note p) or the usual 3... Qf6 (columns 5-6). White’s 
two main sixth-move options, 6 Nc3 and 6 Be2, seem to ensure a small 
edge. 


T HE OPENING WAS FIRST MENTIONED by Damiano in 1512 and was also 
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10 


(a) 3... b5 merits consideration, providing the Black king with a shelter later in 
a particularly critical line. 4 Bxb5 fxe4 5 Nxe5 Qg4 6 d4 Qxp2 7 Rf1 Nf6 was 
at least equal for Black in Strelis—Eglitis, corr. 1977. On 4 Bb3 fxe4 and now 
5 d4 exd4 6 Nxd4 Nf6 7 Nxb5 + (Kosten). The piece sacrifice 5 Nc3 is risky 
but possible. On the other hand, 4 Bxg8 calms the waters considerably, lead- 


(b) Blackburne’s 4... Nf6 is interesting. After 5 Nf7 Qe7 6 Nxh8 d5 7 Be2 (7 Bxd5 
Be4 8 £3 exf3t 9 Kf2 Qc5t +, Woll—Amilibir, corr, 1994) 7... Nc6 with some 
compensation for the material. 5 Bf7t Ke7 6 Bb3 d5 is probably a little better 


(c) 7...Ke7 8 Bgd5t Nfé 9 Qh4 Qxh1t 10 Kd2 e3t 11 Ke2 Bg7 12 Nc3 Qg2 13 Ne4 
Kf8 14 Bxf6 g5 15 Qh5 Qxe4 16 Bxe7t Kxg7 17 Qxg5t and White wins, 


(d) 9... Qxc1 10 Nf7+ Ke7 and now both 11 Nxh8 and 11 Nd2 are promising for 


(e) 11 Bg5?! (11 Nf7t Ke7 12 Qa5t b6 13 Nb5t cxb5 14 Bf4at d6 15 Qc3t Nc6 
16 Rxh1 Rg8 is about even) 11 .. . Qxal1 12 Bxf6t Kce7 13 Nf7 Bb4 and though 
the game was eventually drawn, Black has the edge here, Durant-Godfrey, 


LATVIAN GAMBIT 


1e4e52N8 

1 FD 3 4 
BGS eas vicsdiiesesasy teee cans exf5 .....00.. A ..ceeeceees 
fxe4(a) e4 fxe4 
Nxe5 Ne5(j) Nxe5 
Qe5(b) ...... d5 Nf6é Nf6 
d4 Qh5t Be2 Bg5(m) 
Qxg2 g6 dé dé 
Qh5t Nxg6 Bhst Nc3(n) 
g6 hxg6(f) Ke7 dxe5 
Bf7t Qxp6t(g) Nf7 dxe5 
Kd8&(c) Kd7 Qes Qxdit 
Bxg6 Bxd5 Nxh8&(k) Rxd1 
Qxhit Nf6é Qxh5 hé 
Ke2 Nc3 Qxh5 Bxf6 
c6(d) Qe7 Nxh5 pxf6 
Nc3 d3(h) pa Nd5 


Nf6(e) exd3t(i) Nf6(1) Kd7(o) 


ing to about even chances. 


for White. 


Kozlov—Svendsen, corr. 1991. 


White but not entirely clear (Kosten). 


New Jersey 2003. 
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Bb5t 
Kd8(u) 


(f)} 6... Nf6 7 Qe5t Be7 8 Bb5t (8 Nxh8 dxc4 9 b3 Nc6 10 Qb5 Be6 leaves Black 
compensation for the material; 8 Qxe7t Qxe7 9 Nxe7 Kxe7 10 Be2 Rg8 gave 
Black good play in Nymann-Kozlov, corr. 1991) 8...c6 9 Nxe7 Qxe7 
10 Qxe7t Kxe7 11 Be2 Rg8 12 g3 +. Black cannot use c6 for his knight. 


(g) 7 Qxh8 Kf7 8 Qd4 Be6 9 Be2 Nc6 allows Black play for the material, Zaqeco—_. 
Donato, Italy 2004, 2 


(h) (A) 10 0-0 Nc6 11 Bxe4 Ne5 12 Qg3 Rg8 +, Drucke—Kranze, corr. 1991. 
(B) 10 b3 c6 11 Bxe4 Rg8 12 Qf5t Kd8 13 Q£3 Bg4 14 Qe3 Nbd7 15 d3 Qg7 
with at least equality for Black, Heap—Kranze, corr. 1993. 


(i) 11 Be3 c6 12 Bb3 Bh6 13 0-0-0 Bxe3t 14 fxe3 b6 15 Rxd3 Ke7 =, Melchor— 
Elburg, corr. 1989. 


(j) Others possibilities are: (A) 4 Qe2 Qe7 5. Nd4 Nc6 6 Qh5t Kd8 7 Nxc6t 
dxc6 =, Psomiddis—Hector, Katerini 1992. (B) 4 Ng1 Nf6 5 g4 (5 d3 Qe7 is 
okay) 5... h5 6 g5 Ng4 (looks like an Allgaier reversed now) 7 d4 e3 8 Bxe3 
Nxe3 9 Qe2 Qg5 =, Magee—Budovskis, corr. 1991. (C) 4 Nd4 Qf6 5 c3 Nc6 6 
Nb5 Qe5 7 Qe2 Kd8 =, Downey—Kranz, corr. 1992. 


(k) 8 Nc3 g6 9 fxg6 hxg6 10 Nxh8 gxh5 =, Stummer—Schlenker, corr. 1991. Per- 
haps 9 Nxh8 right away is better. 


(I) 11 Nc3 (11 Rg1 Nc6 12 Rg3 Nd4 13 Kd1 g6 is fine for Black, Elburg—Itcap, corr. 
1991) 11 ...Nxg4 12 Nd5t or 11...c6 12 Rg! is rated as a little better for 
White (Kosten). 


(m) 5 Bc4 d5 6 Bb3 Be6 7 Bg5 Be7 =, Stockholm vs. Riga, corr. 1934. 


(n) 6 Nc4 Be7 7 Ne3 c6 8 Qd2 d5 9 c4 0-010 Be2 Be6 =, Kantinti—Mensina, Istan- 
bul OI. 2000. 


(o) Better than 10... Kf7 11 Nxc7 +. After 10... Kd7! 11 Nb6t Kc6 12 Nxa8 
fxe5 13 Bc4 Bdé Black is slightly better, Pietrusiak—Hector, Sweden 1984. 


(p) Speculative but interesting is 3. . . Nc6 4 Nxc6 (4 Qh5t g6 5 Nxg6 Nfé 6 Qh3 
hxg6 7 Qxh8 Qe7 with compensation, Jensen—Magee, corr. 1991) 4... dxc6 
5 Nc3 Bc5 6 d3 Nf6 with some play for Black, Doncevié—Hermann, Bundesliga 
1988. 


(q) 4 Nc4 fxe4 5 Nc3 Qf7 6 Ne3 c6 7 d3 (7 Nxe4 d5 is okay for Black) 7... exd3 
8 Bxd3 d5 =, Diravieks—Downey, corr. 1992. 


(rt) 7 Bf4 Nf6é 8 Qd2 Be7 9 0-0-0 0-0 10 h3 Nbd7 11 Kb1 Nb6 =, Shabalov- . 
Karklins, Denver 2003. 


(s) 11 0-0 Nf6 (11... Qxd4 12 Nb5 Qxe3t 13 Nxe3 Kd8 14 Nd5 +) 12 d5 Nb4 
13 Rf4 +, Rublevsky—Maliutin, Russia 1992. 


() 6... Qd8 7 d5 Nfé 8 Nc3 Be7 9 Be3 0-0 10 Nd2 c5 11 Ndxe4 Qbé6 12 Rbi +, 
Kosten—Hector, Torcy 1988. 


(u) 11 Bf4 h5?! 12 £3 Bf5 13 Nc3 exf3 14 Qxf3 Bxc2 15 Bg5St Nf6 16 Rael c6 
(16... Qxg5 17 Qxf6t) 17 Bxf6t Qxfé6 18 Qe2 Qd4t 19 Kh1 Bg6 20 Rxfst win- 
ning, Bronstein—Mikenas, Kostov 1941. Better is 11... Nf6, though White 
stands better after 12 Nc3. 
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BISHOP’S OPENING 


1 e4e5 2 Bc4 


7 UY Yj; 


HE BisHop’s Openinc is an attempt to delay developing the king’s 
knight and to retain the option of moving the f-pawn forward. 

Studied by the old masters Lucena and Ruy Lopez, it was also fa- 
vored by Philidor. Nowadays it looks more like a beginner’s opening 
(someone trying for Scholar’s Mate), but this is somewhat unfair. Even 
Kasparov has tried it (once) in a serious game, and it-has the advantage 
that Black cannot play the drawish Petrov’s Defense. The Bishop’s Open- 
ing may also transpose into the Vienna, the King’s Gambit, or the Giuoco 
Piano. 

Black’s most natural response is 2...Nf6 (columns 1-5). Now 
White is at a crossroads on how to defend e4. The most common method 
is 3 d3 (columns 1-3), and after 3... c6 4 Nf3 Black can either go through 
with 4...d5 (column 1) or play the quiet ...d6 (column 2). Both ways 
seem to be sufficient for equality. Black can proceed aggressively with 
3... d5 (column 3), usually sacrificing the e-pawn for active play. This is 
perhaps a tad too dynamic. Columns 4—5 feature the old 3 d4 in which 
White sacrifices a pawn for quick development. Black can defend with ei- 
ther 7... Nc6 or 7...c6. Column 6 shows Black imitating White with 
2...Bc5. White’s attempt to blast through the center leads to approxi- 
mate equality. 
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BISHOP’S OPENING 


1 e4e5 2 Bc4 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
NIG si Geis iaisienapaineesers dialdevedy sees twined antec vice pomeamaeces Bc5(u) 
3 3 (4) es Sabeeeaneeieees ieee d4 c3(v) 
CB. ciditevsvenesesedececas ves d5 exd4 Nfé(w) 
4 Nfs exd5 Nf3 d4 
cL ee Be7 Nxd5 Nxe4(n) exd4 
5 Bb3(b) 0-0 Nf3(i) Qxd4 e5 
Bd6(c) d6 Nc6 Nf6(o) d5 
6 Nc3 c3(f) 0-0 Bg5(p) exf6(x) 
dxe4 0-0 Bg4(j) Be7 dxc4 
7 Ngs Bb3 Re1 Nc3 Qhs5 
0-0 Nbd7(g) Be7(k) NG6.........+ c6 0-0 
8 Nexe4 Rel h3 Qh4 0-0-0 Qxc5 
Nxe4 Re8 Bh5(1) d6 d5 Re8t 
9 Nxe4 Nbd2 g4 0-0-0 Rhe1 Ne2(y) 
Bf5(d) Bfs Bg6 Be6 Be6(r) d3 
10 0-0(e) d4 Nxe5 Bd3 Bd3(s) Be3 
Na6 = g6(h) Nxe5(m) Nd7(q) Nbd7(t) dxe2(z) 


(a) Other tries for White are: (A) 3 f4 Nxe4 (or 3...d5 4 exd5 e4) 4 d3 Nd6 5 Bb3 
e4 =, van Popiel—Pillsbury, Budapest 1896. (B) 3 Qe2 Bc5 4 Nf3 Nc6 5 c3 d6 
6 d3 a6 =, Kim—Morgado, corr. 1984. 


(b) 5 exd5 cxd5 6 Bb3 (6 Bb5t Bd7 7 Bxd7 Nbxd7 =, Galego—Solomon, Manila 
1992) 6... Bb4t 7 c3 Bd6 =, Adams-H. Steiner, St. Louis 1941. 


(c) (A) 5... dxe4 6 Ng5 Be6 7 Bxe6 fxe6 8 Nxe4 +, Honfi-Lukacs, Hungary 1975. 
(B)5...a5 6Nc3 Bb4 7 a3 Bxc3t 8 bxc3 4, Kasparov—Bareev, Linares 1993, 
(C)5...Bb4t 6 c3 Bd6é 7 Bgs dxe4 (7... Be6 8 Nbd2 Nbd7 9 d4 =, Yudasin- 
Alterman, Israel 1994) 8 dxe4 h6 9 Bh4 0-0 10 Nbd2 Bc7 11 0-0 Na6 =, 
Mestel-Talbot, Hastings 1981. In this line, if 6 Bd2 Bxd2t 7. Nbxd2 dxe4 
8 Nxe5 0-0 9 dxe4 Nxe4 10 Ndf3 Nd7 11 0-0 Nxe5 12 Nxe5, Larsen—Nunn, 
London 1986; and now 12 ... Bf5 equalizes. 


(d) 9... Bb4t?! 10 c3 Be7 11 f4! exf4 12 Bxf4 Nd7 13 Qf3 +, Stefansson—Krush, 
Reykjavik 2004. 


(e) 10 Qf3 Bxe4 11 dxe4 Nd7 12 c3 Nc5 13 Bc2 a5 14 0-0 b5 =, Godena—Motylev, 
Istanbul 2003. 


(f) 6 Rel 0-0 7 a4 Nbd7 8 Nc3 b6 9 Ne2 d5!? 10 exd5 cxd5 11 Ba2 is almost equal, 
but easier to play for White, Efimenko—Brodsky, Ukrainian Chp. 2005. 
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(g) 7... Bg4 8 Nbd2 Nbd7 9 h3 Bh5 10 Rel h6 11 Nf1 Nh7 12 Ng3 +, Prodanov— 
Dolmadzhan, Bulgaria 1981. 


(h) 11 Ng5 d5 12 Ndf3 h6 13 exd5 Nxd5 =, Nunn-Scheeren, Wijk aan Zee 1983. 
(i) 5 Nc3 Nxc3 6 bxc3 Nd7 =, 


() 6... Be7 7 Rel £6 8 d4 Nb6 9 Bb3 Bg4 10 c3 Qd7 11 h3 Bhs 12 g4 +, Freiman— 
Konstantinopolsky, Kiev 1938. 


(k) Alternatives are: (A) 7...Qd6 8 d4 +. (B) 7... {6 8 Nxe5 +. (C) 7... Bc5 
8h3 Bh59 d4 +, 


(l) 8... Bxf3 9 Qxf3 Nd4 10 Qp4 0-0 11 Rxe5 +, Larsen-Berger, Amsterdam 
1964, 


(m) 11 Rxe5 Nb6 12 Bb3 0-0 13 Nc3 +, Dolmatov—Chekov, USSR 1980. 


(n) 4...d5 5 exd5 Bb4t 6 c3 Qe7t 7 Be2 dxc3 8 Nxc3 0-0 9 0-0 Nbd7 =, Laes— 
Flores, corr. 1970, is a way for Black to avoid complications. 


(0) (A) 5...Nc5 6 Bg5 f6 7 Be3 c6 8 Nc3 d5 9 0-0-0 +, Estrin—Taimanov, 
Leningrad 1949, (B) 5...Nd6 6 0-0 Qf6 7 Reit Be7 8 Qxfé +. (C)5...d5 
6 Bxd5 Nf6 7 Bxf7+ Kxf7 8 Qxd8 Bb4t 9 Qd2 Re8t 10 Kf1 Bxd2 11 Bxd2 x, 


(p) 6 Nc3 Nc6 7 Qh4 Bb4 8 0-0 Bxc3 9 bxc3 0-0 10 Bg5 is compensation for the 
pawn (Keres). 


(q) If instead 10... Qd7 11 Bb5 0-0 12 Nd4h6 (12... a6 13 Bd3) 13 Bxh6 gxh6 
14 Qxh6 Ng4 15 Qh5 is dangerous for Black. Also 12 Ne5 Qe8 13 Nxc6 bxc6 
14 Bd3 h6 15 f4 with an attack (Estrin). The text avoids these complications. 
After 10 .. . Nd7 11 Qg3 Nde5 12 Bxe7 Qxe7 13 Nxe5 Nxe5 14 Qxg7 0-0-0 the 
position is equal. 


(tr) 9...0-0 10 Qh4 Nbd7 11 Bd3 g6 12 Re2 Re8 13 Rde1 Ne4 14 Bxe7 Qxe7 
15 Qxe7 Rxe7 16 Nd4 Nbé6 17 f3 c5 = 


(s) 10 Qh4 Nbd7 11 Nd4 Nfe 12 Nfs Bxf5 13 Bxf6 Be6 14 Bxe7 Qxe7 15 Qd4 Qf6 
16 Qe3, Schlechter-Teichmann, Vienna 1904, White’s attacking chances bal- 
ance Black's extra pawn. 


(t) 11 Qh4 Ned (11... c5 12 Ne5 Nxe5 13 Rxe5 d4 14 £4 Nd7 15 Bb5 Bxg5 16 fxg5 
Qc7 White has compensation, Timoshenko—Karpov, USSR 1967) 12 Nd4 Ng8 
13 Bxe7 Qxe7 14 Qg3 g6. Now 15 Nce2, 15 £4, and 15 b4 give White play in an 
obscure position. 


(u) (A) 2... Nc6 3 Qh5 g6 4 Qf3 looks like a beginner’s game but was played in 
Nakamura—Harakrishna, Copenhagen 2004, Now 4... f5!5 exf5?! Nd4 6 Qd5 
Qe7 would make White regret his early queen sortie. (B) 2... £5 3 d3 Nf6 4 f4 
d6 5 Nf3 fxe4 (5... Nc6 Keres) 6 dxe4 Bg4 7 fxe5 +, Pereira—Roose, corr. 
1982, 


(v) (A) 3 f4 Bxg1 4 Qh5 Qe7 5 Rxpi Nc6 =. (B) 3 b4 Bxb4 4 f4 d5 5 exd5 e4 §, (C) 
3 Qg4 Qf6 4 Nc3 Nez (4... Qxf2t is risky) 5 Qg3 Nbc6 =, Chekov—Perez, Cara- 
cas 1976. (D) 3 Nf3 usually transposes into other openings such as the Giuoco 
Piano. (E) 3 Qh5 Qe7 = (avoiding 3... Nc6?? 4 Qxf7 mate), 


(w) Some alternatives are 3... Qf6,3...Qe7,3...Nc6,and3...d5. 
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(x) 6 Bb5t Bd7 7 Bxd7t Nfxd7 8 cxd4 Bb4t = (Larsen). 
(y) 9 Kf1? dxc3 10 Nxc3 Qd3t 11 Nge2 Rxe2 12 Qd5 Re2t +. 


(z) 11 Nd2 Na6 12 Qxc4 Qxf6 13 Qxe2 leads to a balanced position with drawish 
tendencies. 
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CENTER GAME 


1 e4 e5 2 d4 cxd4 3 Qxd4 


a a) 
a ee : 
Va Ve Y 
a a “"Y, 


are “@ 
fa Li 
"as 
eV ane 


IKE THE Kinc’s Gametr, the Center Game is an attempt to knock out 
Black’s central strongpoint at e5. It succeeds in this, but the result- 

ing exposure of the queen allows Black to develop with tempo so 
his forces enter the game quickly. This is another opening that was 
thought to have been buried in the nineteenth century (even though 
Mieses got a winning position against Capablanca with it). In the early 
twenty-first century some adventurous grandmasters use it for surprise 
value and to ensure an unbalanced, fighting game. Theoretically Black 
gets no disadvantage, but players of the White side may simply like the 
kind of position that arises. 

.. Nc6 4 Qe3 Nf6 5 Nc3 Bb4 6 Bd2 0-0 7 0-0-0 Re& is the main line, 
covered in columns 1-2. After 8 Qg3 Black can play the supposed refuta- 
tion 8...-Rxe4 or the more conservative 8...d6 favored by Karpov. 
5... Be7 (column 3) is a quieter way to balance the game. ‘The White de- 
viation 5 e5 (column 4) is not so bad. 4...g6 (column 5) is a reasonable 
way to sidestep the main lines. In column 6 White plays 4 Qa4, a Center 
Counter with an extra tempo. 
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CENTER GAME 


1 e4 eS 2 d4 exd4 3 Qxd4 Necfi(a) 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
4 Q63(b) genet eneedida a ctieda shel tities el Sekt Gusteasatette ns Qa4 
NGG(C)icsccsecssiestraisenesessgessstaseticsesaraeen sens g6 Nf6(v) 
5 NGBiihis eased hee Wee cena sede ade ees e5 Nc3(r) Bg5(w) 
B45 ee vsciaensasetnvieadece Be7 Neg4 Bg7 Be7(x) 
6 Bd2 Bd2(k)} Qe4(o) Bd2(s) Nc3 
0-0 d5 d5 Nfé(t) 0-0 
7 0-0-0 exd5 exd6t 0-0-0 Nf3 
Re8 Nxd5 Be6 0-0 d6 
8 Qg3(d) Qg3(l) Be2(p) Be2 0-0-0 
Rxe4(e) ..... d6 Nxc3(m) Nf6 d6 Bd7(y) 
9 a3(f) £3 Bxc3 dxc7 h4 Qc4 
Bdé(g) Ned Bf6 Qxc7 Ned Be6 
10 #8f4 h4 Bxf6 Qa4 h5 Qe2 
Re8 Kha(i) Qxi6 Bc5 Neg4 Nd7 
11 Nf3 Nh3 0-0-0 c3 Qg3 h4(z) 
Bc5(h) Nh5(j) 0-0(n) 0-0(q) Nxh5(u) Nde5d= 


(a) Black could try 3... Qf6 4 Qe3 Bb4t 5 c3 Bad 6 Be4 d6 7 £4 Ne7 8 Nf3 Nbc6 
9 Qe2 Bb6 =, Thorsteinsson—Gunnarsson, Reykjavik 1990. 


(b) Some other choices here are 4 Qc4 Nf6 5 Nc3 d5 =, Mieses—Leonhardt, Berlin 
1920, and the unusual 4 Qd2 or 4 Qd1, 


(c) An interesting alternative is 4... Bb4t 5 c3 (5 Nc3 Nge7 6 Bd2 0-0 7 0-0-0 d6 
8 Qg3 Khs 9 f4 f5 =, Tolush—-Botvinnik, USSR 1944) 5... Bad 6 Qg3 Nf6 7 b4 
(7 Qxg7 Rg8 8 Qhé Rg6 and 9... Nxe4) 7... Bb6 8 b5 0-0! =, Vavra—Londyn, 
Czech Republic 2005. 


(d) 8 Bc4 d6 9 Nh3 Ned 10 Bb3 Be6 =, Ekdyshman—Studnicka, Czech Open 2006. 


(e) 8... Nxe4 9 Nxe4 Rxe4 10 c3 Bf8 11 Bd3 Re8 12 Nf3 and White has compen- 
sation for the pawn. 


(f) (A) 9 f4 d5 10 Bd3 Re8 +, Wallyn-Sharif, Lyon 1990, (B) 9 Bd3 Rg4 10 Qh3 
(Zinn—Sax, Bajal 1972) 10... dé +. 


(g) Bold, but probably good is 9... Rg4 10 Qe3 Ba5 11 £3 Rd4 12 Bd3 Bxc3 
13 Bxc3 Nd5 +, Campora—De la Paz, Spain 2003. 


(h) 12 Bd3 d6 13 Rde1 Rxe1t 14 Rxe1 Ne7 =, Restuccia—Stefanova, Mar del Plata 
2003. White has some play for the pawn. 


() (A) 10... c67! 11 h5 turned out badly for Black in Morozevich—Hebden, Lon- 
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don 1994, If (B) 10... h6 not 11 Bxh6é Nh5 12 Qg5 Qxg5 13 Bxg5 Bxc3 with 
compensation, but 11 Qh2 intending g4 (Karpov). 


(j) 12 Qh2 c6 13 a3 Ba5, Shirov—Karpov, Dos Hermanas 1995; now either 14 Nf4 
or 14 Ng5 would have kept the chances balanced. 


(k) (A) 6 Qg3 is an alternative. After 6...0-0 7 Bh6 Ne8 8 Bf4 d6 9 0-0-0 Be6 
White was a little better in Winawer—Janowski, Nuremberg 1896. (B) After 
6 Bc4 Nb4 7 Qd2 0-0 8 a3 Nc6, White had no advantage in Soloviev-Yudovic, 
USSR 1955. 


(1) This is better than 8 Nxd5 Qxd5 9 Ne2 Bg4 10 Nf4 Qd7 11 f3 0-0-0 12 0-0-0 Bf5 
13 Bd3 Bd6é = (Griffiths). 


(m) Anand recommends 8... 0-0 9 Bhé Bf6 10 0-0-0 Be6 11 Ne4 Kh8 =. 
(n) After 12 Nf3 White holds a small plus, Adams—Anand, Linares 1994, 


(o) After 6 Qe2 d6 (6... d5 7h3 Nh6 8 Bxh6 gxhé 9 Nf3 is better for White) 7 £3 
Nhé6, both 8 Bxh6 Qh4t 9 Qf2 Qxhé and 8 exd6t Be6 favor Black. Also no help 
is 7 exd6t Be6 8 dxc7 Qxc7 9 Nf3 Bc5 +, Makovets—Mardéczy, Budapest 1895, 
or 7 h3 Ngxe5 8 f4 Qh4t 9 Kdi Ne4 =, 


(p) (A) 8 dxc7 Qd1t 9 Kxd1 Nxf2t 10 Ke1 Nxe4 =. (B) 8 Ba6 Qxd6 9 Bxb7 Qb4t 
10 Qxb4 Nxb4 11 Na3 Rb8 12 Bf3 Ne5 +, Mieses—Burn, Breslau 1912. 8 Bc4 
and 8 Bb5 are also possibilities. 


(q) 12 Nf3 Ng4 13 0-0 Qb6 14 Ng5 Nxf2 15 Qc2 Nh3t 16 Kh1 Nxg5 17 Bxgs 
Be3 =, Ghinda—Lukaes, Baile Herculaine 1982. 


(tr) 5 Bc4 Bg7 6 Ne2 Nge7 7 Nbc3 0-0 =, Skripchenko—E. Atalik, Accentus Ladies 
2006. 


(s) 6 Nf3 Nge7 7 Bc4 dé 8 BdzZ 0-0 9 0-0-0 a6 is probably about even, Smederevac— 
Kicovié, Yugoslavia 1954. 


(t) 6... Nge7 7 0-0-0 0-0 8 Bc4 d6 9 h4 +, Mieses—-Spielmann, Breslau 1912. 


(u) After 12 Rxh5 gxh5 13 £3, White has fair play for his sacrificed material, 
Chigorin—Otto, St. Petersburg 1883. 


(v) 4... Bc5 must be reasonable here, as well as 4... Be7 and 4... g6. 
(w) 5 Nf3 d5 6 Nc3 dxe4 immediately equalizes, 


(x) 5...h6 6 Bh4 Qe7 7 Nc3 Qb4 8 Qxb4 Bxb4 9 Bxf6 gxf6 10 Nge2 is somewhat 
better for White (Keres). 


(y) 8...Ng4 is also possible here. After 9 Bxe7 Qxe7 10 Rd2 White is hard- 
pressed to prove an advantage. 


(z) An attempt to liven up the position. After 11 Bxe7 Qxe7 White's slightly 
greater command of space means little, The column is Milev—Chipev, Bulgaria 
1961. 
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UNUSUAL DOUBLE 
KING PAWN OPENINGS 


1e4e5 


a7 fae yrs 


ity 


os 
Y 


HE HUNGARIAN DEFENSE, 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bc4 Be7!? is an attempt to avoid 
the intricacies of the Giuoco Piano and the Two Knights’ Defense. 

Played by old-style positional defenders like Reshevsky, Hort, and 
Smyslov, it has a reputation for solidity and stodginess. After 4 d4 d6 
White now determines the future course of the game; he/she can try for a 
small edge in the endgame (column 1, note b) or play for a space advan- 
tage on the queenside with 5 d5 followed by a subsequent c4, with King’s 
Indian—like play (column 1). If he prefers more fluid piece play he opts for 
5 Nc3 (column 2). Either method usually leads to a slight edge. 

Column 3, 3... d6, is another attempt to defuse White’s setup, lead- 
ing to sharp play slightly favoring White. At least the territory is mostly 
unmapped in this line. 

The brazen QUEEN’S PAWN COUNTER GAMBIT, 2... 05 (columns 4-5), 
is an impatient attempt to seize the initiative. Black gives up a pawn, 
sometimes two, to get ahead in development and misplace White’s queen. 
Almost never played at a high level, the opening needs some new analy- 
sis to rehabilitate it. 

2 Ne2 (column 6) is ALAPIN’s OPENING, a curiosity from a century 
ago. 
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UNUSUAL DOUBLE 
KING PAWN OPENINGS 


1e4e5 
1 2 3 4 5 6 

2 Nf3 Nez (Alapin) 

Nc6 d5(n) (Queen’s Pawn = Nfé(v) 
Counter Gambit) 

3 Bc4 (Hungarian exd5(o) f4(w) 
Be7 Defense)...........00¢ dé(j) e4(p) Nxe4(x) 

4 d4 c3(k) Qe2 d3 
d6(a) Be7(l) Nf6(q)....... f5 Nc5 

5 d5(b)........ Nc3 Qb3 Nc3(r) d3 fxe5 
Nb8 Nfé6(g) Nh6 Be7 Nf6 d5 

6 Bd3(c) h3 d4 Nxe4 dxe4 d4 
Nf6 0-0 0-0 0-0 fxe4 Ne6[y) 

7 c4 0-0 Bxh6 d3(s) Nc3 Nf4. 
0-0(d) a6(h) gxh6 Nxd5 Bb4 c5(z) 

8 h3(e) a4 Nbd2 Qd1 Qb5t Nc3 
Nbd7 exd4 Nad Nc6 c6 cxd4 

9 NGc3 Nxd4 Qc2 Be2 Qxb4 Nexd5 
Ne&(f) ‘Nb4(i) Nxc4(m) f5(t) exf3(u) Nc6(aa) 


(a) 4...exd4 5 Nxd4 d6 6 Nc3 Nf6 7 0-0 0-0 8 h3 Nxd4 9 Qxd4 c6 10 a4 &, 
Spassky—Hort, Reykjavik 1977. 


(b) 5 dxe5 dxe5, (5... Nxe5 6 Nxe5 dxe5 7 Qh5 +) 6 Qxd8t (6 Bd5 Bd7 7 Ng5 
Bxg5 8 Qh5 +, Bronstein—Scherbakov, USSR 1955) 6... Bxd8 7 Nc3 Nf6 =, 
van der Wiel—P. Nikolié, Malta 1980. 


(c) 6 Nc3 Nf6 7 h3 c6 =, Chekover—Rabinovich, USSR 1938. 


(d) 7...Nbd7 8 Nc3 Nf8 9 h3 Ng6 10 0-0 0-0 11 Be3 Nh5 12 Rel Nhf4 13 Bf1 f5 
14 Kh2 Qe8 15 exf5 Bxf5 16 Ngi with a White edge in Lukovnikov—Malevinsky, 
USSR 1976. 


(e) 8 Nc3 c6 9 0-0 Nbd7 10 Rb1 Re8 =, Mestel-Smyslov, Las Palmas 1982. 
(f) 10 0-0 g6 11 Bh6 Ng7 12 Qe2 =, Fuchs—Kholmov, USSR 1967. 


(g) 5...Bg4 6 Bb5 exd4 7 Qxd4 Bxf3 8 gxf3 Nfé 9 Rel Kfs 10 Bxcé bxcé 
11 Be3 +, Sveshnikov—Padevski, Plovdiv 1973. 


(h) (A) 7... exd4 would transpose into Spassky—Hort of note (a). (B) 7 .. . h6 8 Rel 
Re8 9 Be3 exd4 10 Nxd4 Bf8 11 Bf4 =, Tal-Filip, Miskolé 1963. (C) 7... Nxe4 
8 Nxe4 d5 9 Bxd5 Qxd5 10 Nc3 Qd6 11 dxe5 +, Mariotti-Osterman, Yugoslavia 
1975. 
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(i) 10 Nd5 Nbxd5 11 exd5 +, Lipnitsky—Petrosian, USSR 1951. 


(j) Other third moves are: (A) 3... g6 4d4 exd4 5 c3 d3 (5... dxc3 6 Nxc3 Bg7 
7 Qb3 is dangerous for Black) 6 0-0 Bg7 7 Qb3 Qe7 8 Bg5 with an edge for 
White, Macijewski—Schinzel, Lodz 1980. (B) 3... Nd4 4 Nxd4 (4 Nxe5 Qg5 
5 Bxf7t Ke7 6 0-0 Qxe5 7 Bxg8 Rxg8 8 c3 is speculative) 4... exd4 5 c3 dxc3 
6 Nxc3 + (Unzicker). , 

(k) Also (A) 4 d4 Bg4 5 h3 Bxf3 6 Qxf3 Qf6 7 Qb3 Nd8 8 dxe5 +, Gavrikov— 


Vladimirov, USSR 1978. If 7... Nf6 8 Qb3 or 8 d5. (B) 4 0-0 Be6 5 Bxe6 fxe6 
6 d4 exd4 7 Nxd4 +, Solomon-Sarapu, Manila 1992. 


(1) (A) 4...Bg4 5 d4 Qe7 6 Be3 Nf6 7 Qb3 +, Levenfish—Tolush, USSR 1936. 
(B) 4... 8650-0 Bg7 6 d4Nf6 7 dxe5 dxe5 8 Qxd8t +, Bologan—Kr. Georgiev, 
Capelle la Grande 1992. 


(m) 10 Nxc4 f5 11 Ne3 +, Makarichev—Averbakh, USSR 1978. 


(n) Other rarely played moves are: (A) 2...Qe7 3 Nc3 c6 4d4 d6 5 Bgs Nf6é 
6 Qd2 +, T. Georgadze—Kupreichik, USSR 1971. (B) 2... 6 (Damiano’s De- 
fense) 3 Nxe5 Qe7 4 Nf3 d5 5 d3 dxe4 6 dxe4 +, Schiffers—Chigorin, St. Pe- 
tersburg 1897. (C) 2... c6 3 Nxe5 Nf6 4 d4 Nxe4 5 Bd3 Nfé 6 0-0 Be7 7 h3 +, 
Malyutin—Bondarenko, Moscow 1991. 


(o) 3 Nxe5 Bd6 4 d4 dxe4 5 Bc4 Bxed 6 Qh5 Qf6 7 dxe5 +. 


(p) 3...Bd6 (The Elephant Gambit) 4 d4 e4 5 Ne5S Nf6é 6 Nc3 0-0 7 Bc4 +, 
Motwani-Rogers,.Plymouth 1989. , 


(q) 4... Be7 5 Qxe4 Nf6 6 Bb5t Bd7 7 Qe2 +, Morphy—Paulsen, New York 1857, 
(r) 5 d3 Be7 6 dxe4 0-0 7 Nc3 Re8 8 Bd2 Bb4 9 0-0-0 is also good for White. 
(s) 7 Nxf6t Bxf6 8 d4 Re8 9 Be3 +, Khaled—Volpinar, Novi Sad 1990. 


(t) 10 Ng3 Bf6 11 0-0 g5 12 h3 h6 13 c3 +, Molina Barrera—De Kaey, World Uni- 
versity Chp. 2000. 


(u) 10 Bg5 cxd5 11 0-0-0 Ncé6, Tal—Lutikov, Tallinn 1964, now 12 Qed is a clear 
plus for White. 


(v) Other possibilities are: (A) 2... Bce5 3 c3 Nc6 4 d4 Bb6é 5 f4 Nf6 6 fxe5 Nxe4 
7 Ndz +, Alapin—Halprin, Vienna 1898. (B) 2... Nc6 3 Nbc3 Bc5 4 Na4 Be7 5 
d4 Ni6é 6 dxe5 Nxe5 7 f4 Nc6 8 e5 Ng4 9 h3 Nhé6 =, Cheab-Lodhi, Novi Sad 
1990. 


(w) 3 Nbc3 Nc6 4 f4 d5 5 fxe5 Nxe4 6 d4 Bb4 7 Bd2 Bg4 8 Nxe4 dxe4 9 c3 =, 
Bakonyi—Exner, Hungary 1925. 


(x) (A) 3... exf4 4 Nxf4 d5 5 Nxd5 Nxd5 6 exd5 Qxd5 7 Nc3 Qe5t 8 Qe2 =, 
Hemra—Arulaid, USSR 1948. (B) 3... d5 4 fxe5 Nxe4'5 d3 Nc5 6 Be3 Nc6 7 d4 
Ne4. 8 Nd2 Bf5 9 Nxe4 Bxe4 =, Plater—Kolarov, Moscow 1956. 


(y) 6...Ne4 7 Nd2 Nxd2 8 Bxd2 Bg4 = (Keres). 


(z) If7... Be7 8 Nc3 c6 9 Be3 0-0, Bakony—Kostié, Spindlerovy-Mliny 1948; now 
10 Bd3 g6 11 Qd2 with the idea 0-0-0 is slightly better for White. 


(aa) Now instead of 10 Bd2?! Nxf4 11 Nxf4 Nxe5 12 Bb5t Bd7 13 Qe2 Bd6 F, 
Alapin-Rubinstein, Vienna 1908, White should play 10 Bb5 Nxf4 11 Bxc6t 
bxc6 12 Nxf4 Bb4t witheven chances (Fine). 


156 


il 
SEMI-OPEN GAMES 


ALEKHINE’S DEFENSE 


1 e4 NfG 


Y 


oe 7 
Et fe t 
. 


LACK’S BRAZEN FIRST MOVE provokes White into gaining space by cross- 
ing over to Black’s side of the board. The game immediately loses 

any sense of symmetry or balance, which makes the opening a 
good choice for aggressive fighting players. Currently Grandmasters Sha- 
balov and Minasian use the opening with regularity while Aronian, 
Adams, and Nakamura will use it on occasion. In the past, great players 
such as Fischer and Korchnoi included the defense in their repertoire, 
leading to its respectable reputation. 

The negative view of Alekhine’s Defense must be given full consid- 
eration. It is that Black simply gives away space for no significant return. 
Sometimes White routinely obtains control of the board, leaving Black 
cramped with little room to maneuver. There is enough danger of this 
happening to make most grandmasters avoid Alekhine’s as a frontline 
defense, using it instead as a surprise weapon to unsettle an opponent, 
as Alekhine did when launching the opening into respectability against 
A. Steiner at Budapest in 1921. The fashion could quickly change if some 
champion of the opening takes up the cause, as the results Black has ob- 
tained in practice are good. 

The Modern Variation, 2 e5 Nd5 3 d4 d6 4 Nf3 (columns 1—12), is 
White’s most respected response. White keeps a modest space advantage 
and seeks no more until all his/her pieces are deployed. 4... Bg4 
(columns 1-6) is Black’s most tested reply, although White maintains a 
pull. Columns 4 and 5 are offbeat lines that may confuse an unprepared 
opponent. 4...g6 (columns 7-9) produces sharp positions that require 
accurate play. 

The Exchange Variation, 2 e5 Nd5 3 d4 d6 4 c4 Nb6 5 exd6 (columns 
13-18), is a relatively safe response. White gives up his central point at e5 
to avoid problems and just develops logically. Black can recapture 
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5...cxd6 (columns 13-16), which preserves the chance for a dynamic 
central ‘advance. White’s best chance of advantage seems to be column 15 
(6 Nc3), trying to take play into an advantageous endgame. Safest for 
Black is 5... exd6 which seeks to equalize with a symmetrical pawn 
structure. 
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The Four Pawns’ Attack, 2 e5 Nd5 3 d4 d6 4 c4 Nb6 5 f4 (columns 
19-24), attempts to dominate the center with pawns (see diagram above). 
White’s aggressive reaction must be met by careful defense; otherwise 
White will obtain the initiative and a great advantage in space. Theory has 
given Black several reasonable plans to counter the aggression, so a pre- 
pared player will have little reason to fear this variation. The main line 
has not been improved for years (column 19)—White sacrifices the ex- 
change to press his initiative, requiring active defense from Black. 

Of the minor variations, the Two Pawns’ Attack (columns 25-26) is 
an aggressive attempt to gain an attack, often at the cost of a pawn. Black 
gains full equality against this and the other minor variations with accu- 


rate play. 
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ALEKHINE’S DEFENSE 


Modern Variation 
1 e4 Nf6 2 e5 Nd5 3 d4 dé 4 Nf3 Bg4 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
5 BO 2 aiitecc cca dase viethataetanasatveneesitewaciotinaviaactwataaebnates h3 
CG ser iieeidocaentuvedetiveseenccavewsgecdens CBaicsiecienent Nc6 Bxf3 
6 0-0 Ng5(m) _—0--0! Qxf3 
B67. ticcenctsedisgnseeiseanes Nc6 Bf5 dxe5(p) dxe5 
7 c4 c4 e6(n) Nxe5 dxe5 
Nb6 Nb6(j) fxe6 Nxe5(q) e6 
8 h3(a) exd6 g4 dxe5 Bc4(s) 
Bh5(b) cxd6 Bg6 Bxe2 Nc6 
9 Nc3 d5 Bd3 Qxe2 Qe4 
0-0(c) exd5 Bxd3 Qd7. Nde7 
10 ~=Be3 exd5 Qxd3 c4 Be3 
a5(d)........ d5 Bxf3 Nf6 Nb4 Nf5 
11 exd6(e) c5(g) Bxf3(k) Nxe6 Rd1 0-0 
cxd6 Bxf3 Ne5 Qd7 Qfs Qh4 
12 Qb3 gxf3(h) Be4 Qe2 Nc3 Qxh4 


N8d7(f) Nc€&(i) Be7(I) Kf7(0) Nc6(r) Nxh4 = 


(a) 8 exd6 cxd6 9 Be3 0-0 10 Nc3 d5 11 c5 Bxf3 12 Bxf3 Nc4 13 Bf4 Nc6 14 b3 
N4a5 15 Rel b6 =, Sax—Hecht, Wijk aan Zee 1973. White should keep the 
wedge on e5 for cramping effect. 


(b) 8... Bxf3 9 Bxf3 Nc6 10 Bxc6t gives White a simple edge in space and pawn 
structure, 


(c) 9... dxe5 10 Nxe5! Bxe2 11 Qxe2 Qxd4 12 Rd1 is a powerful initiative for the 
pawn. 


(d) (A) 10 . . . Nc6 11 exd6 cxd6 12 d5 exd5 13 Nxd5 Nxd5 14 Qxd5 Bg6 
15 Rfd1 +, Vasilyev—Elkin, Geller Mem. 2005. (B) 10... a6 has the same idea 
as 10... a5—to play 11... Bxf3 12 Bxf3 Nxc4 13 Bxb7 Ra7! 


(e) 11 b3 d5 12 c5 N6d7 13 a3 Nc6 14 Nel Bg6 15 £47! Nxc5 16 dxc5 d4 F, 
Yudasin—Shabalov, New York 2004. 


(f) 13 Qb5 Bg6 14 c5 Nc8 15 Rfd1 +, Glek-Shabalov, USSR 1989. White's queen 
is in some danger, yet his queenside initiative is strong. 


(g) 11 cxd5 exd5 (11... Nxd5 12 Qb3 +) 12 Nei Bxe2 13 Qxe2 Nc6 14 Nd3 Qd7 
15 Rad1 Nd8 16 Nc5 Qc8 17 £4 {5 =, Plachetka—Bagirov, Kirkovan 1978. 


(h) 13 £4 Nc6 14 b4 Bh4 15 b5 +, Gaistian—A. Minasian, Armenian Chp. 2005. 
White has more space, but Black’s position is hard to break down. 
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(i) 13 £4 Nc6 14 f5 exfS 15 BE3 f4 16 Bxf4 Bg5 17 Bg3 Née7 18 Bg4! =, Sax— 
Ivanchuk, Tilburg 1989. 


{j) Safer play is 7... Nde7, although White is certainly for choice after 8 Qa4 or 
8 exd6. 


(k) 11 gxf3 Ne5 12 Bb5t Ned7 13 f4 Ng6 14 Relt Be7 is about equal, van. 
Riemsdijk—Borges, Brazil 2006. 


(1) 13 a4 Nbd7 14 f4, and White has greater control of the board, Zadrima— 
Koroveshi, Albania 1991. 


(m) Alternatives are: (A) 6 0-0 Bxf3 7 Bxf3 dxe5 8 dxe5 e6 9 Nd2 Nd7 10 Re1 Qc7 
11 Nc4 N7b6 12 Qe2 Nxc4 13 Qxc4 0-0-0 =, Senff-Krasenkow, Bundesliga 
2007. (B) 6 c4 Nc7 7 exd6 exd6 gives very little for White. 


(n) (A) 7 Bg4 Bxg4 8 Qxg4 h6 9 Nf3 dxe5 10 dxe5 e6 =, Adams—Burgess, England 
1990. (B) 7 Bd3 Bxd3 8 Qxd3 e6 9 0-0 dxe5 10 dxe5 Nd7 11 Re1 h6 12 Nf3 Qc7 
13 c4 Ne7 14 Nc3 0-0-0 15 Qe2 g5 = (Burgess). 


(0) 13 Ng5t Ke8 14 Rg Na6 15 Nc3 +, de Firmian—Burgess, Gausdal 1995. 


(p) (A) 6...e6 transposes into column 3. (B) 6...Nb6 7 h3 Bxf3 (7... Bhs 
8 e6!) 8 Bxf3 e6 9 Nc3 +, Aseev—Sorokin, Russian Chp. 1995. 


(q) 7... Bxe2 8 Qxe2 Nxd4?! 9 Qc4 c5 10 Be3 a6 11 Nc3 e6 12 Bxd4 Nb6 13 Qb3 
cexd4 14 Na4 Nxa4 15 Qxb7! Qd5 16 Qxf7t+ Kd8 17 Rfe1 +, Thorsteins— 
C. Hansen, Reykjavik 1985. 


(t) 13 Be3 g6 14 Nb5 Rc8 15 Nxa7 Nxa7 16 Bxa7 Bg7 17 Bd4 +, Kindermann— 
Siegel, Germany 1992. 


(s) 8 Qe4 Nd7 9 Bc4 Ned 10 Qe2 Nb6 =, Pavlenko—Bagirov, USSR 1979. The col- 
umn is Zhuravlev—Alburt, Odessa 1974. Black‘has few problems against 5 h3. 
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ALEKHINE’S DEFENSE 
Modern Variation 
1 e4 Nfé 2 e5 Nd5 3 d4 d6 4 Nf3 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
BG icsvescacinpsetvcugeeteaaeternass eeigue KOS: oc secs bsackaacseeins Nc6(r) 
B Beda) si saivesaevcueiieees Ng5 Nxe5 c4 
Nb6(b) c6(j) Nd7 ......50. g6é Nb6é 
6 Bb3 c4 Nxf7(1) g3(o) eb! 
Bg7 Nc7 Kxf7 Bg7 fxe6 
7 a4(c)......... Ng5 Qfs Qh5t Bg2 Nc3(s) 
dxe5(d) e6(g) 6 Ke6 0-0 g6(t) 
8 a5 Qf3(h) exf6 c4(m) 0-0 h4 
N6éd7(e) Qe7 exf6 N5f6 c6(p) Bg7 
9 ~=Bxf7+ Ne4 Qe3t d5t Rel Be3 
Kxf7 dxe5 Be7 Kd6 Bf5 e5(u) 
10 Ng5t Bg5 Nf3 Qi7 c3 d5 
Kgs Qb4t 0-0 Ned! Nd7 Nb4 
11 Ne6 c3 Bd3 Bf4 Nf3 a3 
Qes Qad Re8 c5 Re’ Na6 
12 Nxc7 Bf6 0-0 Nc3 Nbd2 h5 
Qda(f) Bxf6(i) d5(k) a6(n) N7{6(q) Bf5(v) 


(a) A major alternative is 5 c4 Nb6 6 exd6 cxd6 transposing into the Exchange 
Variation, column 13. 


(b) 5... c66 0-0 Bg7 7 exd6! Qxd6 8 Nbd2 0-0 9 Bb3 Nd7 10 Nc4 Qc7 11 Re1 +, 
S. Petersen—de Firmian, Politiken Cup 2006, 


(c) 7 0-0 0-0 8 h3 Nc6 9 Qe2 Nad 10 Bg5 d5 11 c3 £6 =, Khachiyan—Nakamura, 
North American Open 2002. 


(d) On 7...a5 White has a strong and simple plan to take squares—8 Qe2 0-0 
9 h3! Nc6 10 0-0 dxe5 11 dxe5 Nd4 12 Nxd4 Qxd4 13 Re1 Bf5 14 Nd2 and 
Black gets pushed back. Note that Nc6-a5 has been eliminated. 


(e) 8... Nd5 9 Nxe5 0-0 10 0-0 c5? 11 Nxf7! Kxf7 12 Qf3+t wins, Nunn-Schroll, 
Vienna 1991. 


(f) 18 Nxa8 exd4 14 c3 Nc5 15 cxd4 Bxd4 16 Be3 eS 17 Bxd4 exd4 18 0-0 +, 
Oral—de Firmian, Reykjavik 2000. 


(g) Not 7...0-07 8 e6 +. 7...d5 8 f4 f6 9 Nf3 Nc6 10 c3 0-0 11 0-0 BES 
12 Nh4 =, Balashov—Baturin, Alborg 1993. 


(h) 8 f4 dxe5 9 fxe5 c5 10 0-0 0-0 11 c3 cxd4 12 cxd4 Nc6 13 Nfs {6 =, 
Shamkovich—A]burt, Reykjavik 1984. 
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(i) 13 Qxf6 0-0 14 Qxe5 Qxe5 15 dxe5 Bd7 16 Nbd2 Bc6 17 0-0-0 a5 with a min- 
imal] endgame edge for White, Paavilainen—Halmeenaki, Finnish Chp. 2002. 


(j) 5... £6 6 c4 Nbé6 7 e6! fxg5 8 d5 gives White a bind on critical squares for the 
sacrificed knight, O’Kelly—Golombek, Amsterdam 1951. 


(k) 13 Nc3 Bf8 14 Qd2 dxc4 15 Bxc4t Be6 =, Ljubojevic—Tal, Brussels 1988. 


(1) The knight sacrifice is interesting, but safer is 6 Nf3 e6 7 c4 N5f6 8 Nc3 c5 
9 Be2 cxd4 10 Nxd4 with a very small edge, Najer—Fridman, ACP Blitz 2004. 


(m) 8 g3 b5 9 a4c6 10 Bh3t Kd6 11 Nc3 b4 12 Nxd5 cxd5 13 c4 Nf6é 14 Qe5t Kc6 
15 Bg2 Qd6é 16 Bf4 Kd7 and the attack roughly balances the extra piece, 
Yemelin—V, Popov, Russia 1998. 


(n) 13 b4! (not 13 0-0-0? g6! 14 Re1 Bh6 winning) 13... Qb6! (13... cxb4 14 c5t 
Kxc5 15 Na4t Kd6 16 Nb2 + [Keres], or 13... b6 14 Rb1 g6 15 bxc5t bxc5 
16 Rb7!), now 14 Rc1 Qxb4 15 Bd3 looks good for White, although the posi- 
tion is undeniably unclear. Bold players might try both sides of this variation. 


(o) The more standard 6 Bc4 also leaves White freer after 6 .. . c6 7 0-0 Bg7 8 Rel 
0-0 9 Bb3 Be6 10 Nd2. 


(p) 8... c5?7! 9 dxc5 Nb4 10 Qe2 Qc7 11 c3! Qxc5 (Plaskett-Valvo, New York 
1979) 12 Nxf7 Rxf7 13 cxb4 +. 


(q) 13 Nc4 Qc7 14 Nce5d Ng4 15 Nh4 +, Anand—Adams, match 1994. 


(r) Rarely played are: (A) 4...Nb6 5 a4 a5 6 exd6 cxd6 7 Bb5t Bd7 8 d5 g6 
9 Qd4 +, Hjartarson—Wolff, Germany 1990; (B) 4...c6 5 h3 Bf5 6 Bd3 Bxd3 
7 Qxd3 dxe5 8 dxe5 e6 9 0-0 Nd7 10 Qe4 h6 11 Nbdz =+, Landa—Agdestein, 
Capelle la Grande 1999. 


(s) White also achieves a promising position with 7 Ng5 e5 8 d5 Nd4 9 Bd3, 
Haba—Pajeken, Neckar 2002. 


(t) 7...e5 8 d5 Nd4 9 Nxd4 exd4 10 Qxd4 =. 


(u) 9... 0-0!? 10 h5 gxh5 11 Rxh5 Qe8 (Smirnov-Aronian, Tripoli 2004), now 
12 Rh4 keeps good compensation for the pawn. 


(v) 13 hxg6 hxg6 14 Rxh8t Bxh8 15 Ng5 Qc8 16 Be2 c6 17 g4 Bd7 18 Qd3 +, 
Korneev—Dyachkov, Russian Chp. 1996. 


ALEKHINE’S DEFENSE 
Exchange Variation 
1 e4 Nfé 2 e5 Nd5 3 d4 d6 4 c4 Nb6 5 exd6 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
CXNG ie ese OER Mea ee ais exd6 
6 NEB soci eansaeacceteavess Seas Nc3! Nc3 
g6(a) g6(g) Be7(m) 
7 Be? vieecccus’ h3 Bed vs esses. Bd3(k) Be3 .......... Qf3 
Bg7 Bg7 Bg7 Bg7 Nc6é Nc6(p) 
8 0-0 Nc3 Re1(h) Nge2 Nf3(n) Be3 
0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 Bg4 0-0 
9 h3(b) Be3 b3! 0-0 b3 0-0-0 
Nc6 Nc6 e5(i) Nc6 0-0 £5 
10 Nc3 Rc1 dxe5 Be3 Be2 g3 
Bf5 d5(e) dxe5 Bg4! 5 £4 
11 Be3(c) c5 Qxd8 £3 0-0 gxf4 
d5 Nc4 Rxd8 Bfs! £4. Bf5 
12 «5 Bxc4 c5 b3(1) Bc1 c5 
Nc4 dxc4 N6d7 Bxd3 Bf6 Nd7 
13 Bxe4 0-0 Bc4 Qxd3 Bb2 Bh3 
dxc4(d) Bf5(f) Nc6(j) e6 = Kh8(o) Kh8(q) 


(a) 6... Bg4 7 Be3 e6 8 Nbd2 Be7 9 h3 Bf5, Leimkiihler—Bagirov, Eupen 1993, 
seems reasonable for Black. Yet to be tested is 10 g4 Bg6 11 Bg2 giving White 
more space. 


(b) 9 Nc3 Nc6 10 Be3 Bg4! 11 b3 d5 12 c5 Nc8 13 b4 a6 14 Rb1 e6 15 a4 N8&e7 
16 b5 axb5 17 axb5 (Oll—Wallach, Manila Ol. 1992) 17... Bxf3! 18 Bxf3 Na5 =, 


(c) 11 Bf4 h6! 12 Rc17! (12 Be3 =) 12... e5 13 Be3 e4 14 Nd2 d5 15 cxd5 Nxd5 F, 
Geller-Vaganian, Moscow 1985. 


(d) 14 Qa4 e5! (14... Bd3 15 Rfd1 f5 16 d5 Ne5 17 Ne1 +) 15 Rfd1 exd4 16 Nxd4 
Nxd4 17 Bxd4 Bxd4 18 Qxc4 Bxf2t =, Sigurjonsson—Alburt, Reykjavik 1982. 


(e) White is prepared to meet 10 .. . Bf5 with 11 d5 Ne5 12 Nxe5 +. Also less sat- 
isfactory is 10...e5 11 d5! Ne7 12 Be2 Nf5 13 Bg5 Bf6 14 Bxfé Qxfé 
15 Ne4 +, Serper—Yermolinsky, Tilburg 1994. 


(f) After 14 Qa4, not 14... Bd3?! 15 Rfd1 e5 16 d5 Nd4 17 Nxd4 exd4 
18 Rxd3! +, but 14... e5! =, Pytel-Gipslis, Lublin 1982. The White rook al- 
ready on cl doesn’t.make much difference compared with the previous 
column. 


(2) 6... Bf5 7 Qf3 Qc8 8 c5 dxcd 9 dxc5 Qxc5 10 Qxb7 Bd7 11 Be3 Qc6 12 Qxc6 
Nxc6 13 Nf3 +, Dvoretsky—Platonov, USSR 1973. 


(h) 8 Qd2 0-0 9 Be2 Nc6 10 Nf3 Bg4 11 b3 d5 12 c5 Nc8 =, Granda Zuniga—Dekker, 
Curacao 2003. 


(i) 9... Nc6 10 d5 Ned 11 Be2 Re8 12 Nf3 Ng4 13 Bd4 Bh6é 14 Nd2 =, 
S. Petrosian—Degraeve, Capelle la Grande 2007. 


(j) 14 Nf3 Nd4 15 Ng5 Rfs 16 Nce4 Nfs 17 0-0 Nf6 18 Rfd1 +, Ivanchuk—Palatnik, 
Chess Cruise 2006. 


(k) (A) 7 4 h5 8 Be3 Bg7 9 Qb3 Nc6 10 Rd1 0-0 11 Be2 e5 =, Kurajica—Hecht, Wijk 
aan Zee 1973. (B) 7 h3 will likely transpose into column 14. 


(1) 12 Bxf5? Nxc4! puts Black on top. The column is Minié-Gipslis, Yerevan 
1971. 


(m) 6... g6 7 Nf3 Bg4 8h3 Bxf3 9 Qxf3 Bg7?! 10 ch +, Kaminski—Oliwa, Polish 
Chp. 1996. 


(n) 8 Bd3 Bfé 9 Ngez 0-0 10 0-0 Bg4 11 £3 Bh5 12 b3 Re& =, Ilyin-Zhenevsky— 
Rabinovich, USSR Chp. 1937. 


(o) Shurkurova-Mamedyrarov, President’s Cup 2006. Here instead of 14 Ne4?! 
d5 =, White could gain an edge with 14 d5. 


(p) More solid is 7... 0-0 8 Bd3 c6 9 Nge2 d5 10 c5 N6d7, Berg—de Firmian, 
Malmé 2001. Here White has only a little more space. 


(q) 14 d5 Ncb8 15 cxd6 cxd6 16 Bxf5 Rxf5 17 Nge2 +, Korchnoi—Miles, Biel 1992. 


ALEKHINE’S DEFENSE 


Four Pawns’ Attack 
1 e4 Nf6 2 e5 Nd5 3 d4 d6 4. c4 Nb6 5 f4 dxe5(a) 6 fxe5 
19 20 21 22 23 24 
6..... NCB iiicsrasks otcsieasatncae iti degce Gaaesaetonns ved Sateadsiok iaatewannaas c5(q) 
7 Be3 d5 
Bf5 e6 
8 Nc3 Nc3 
e6 exd5 
9 Nf3 cxd5 
BOZ arisicttivcevaetvveee eee Bp 4s cites’ Qd7 oes Bb4(n) c4 
10 D5 s2lcvacess Be2 Be2(i) Be2(k) Be2 Nf3 
exd5(b) 0-0 Bxf3 0-0-0 Na5(o) Bb4(r) 
11 cxd5(c) 0-0 gxf3 0-0 c5 Bxc4 
Nb4 {6 Qh4t Bga4!(l) Nd5 Bxc3t 
12 Nd4 exf6(f) Bf2 c5 Bd2 bxc3 
Bd7(d) Bxf6 Qf4 Nd5 Nc6 Nxc4. 
13 e6 Qd2 cd Nxd5 0-0 Qa4t 
fxe6 Qe7(g) Nd5 Qxd5 Nde7 Nd7 
14 dxe6 Rad1 Nxd5 Kh1 Be3 Qxc4 
Bc6(e) Rad8(h) exd5(j) £6(m) Bxc3(p) Nb6(s) 


(a) 5... Bf5 6 Nc3 e6 7 Be3 Be7 8 Nf3 0-0 9 Bd3! Bxd3 10 Qxd3 +. 


(b) 10... Nb4 11 Rei! exd5 12 a3 c5 13 axb4 d4 14 Bxd4 cxd4 15 Qxd4 Bxb4 
16 ch Nd5 17 Bb5t Bd7 18 0-0 Nxc3 19 Bxd7t Qxd7 20 bxc3 Qxd4t 
21 cxd4 +, Flores—Carretero, corr. 1989. White's strong center provides the 
endgame advantage. 


(c) 11 Bxb6?! axb6 12 cxd5 Nb4 13 Nd4 Bg6 14 d6 (14 Bb5t c6 15 dxcé6 0-0!) 
14... 0-0 15 a3 cxd6 16 axb4 Rxal 17 Qxal dxe5 18 Ndb5 Bxbé4 +, Kabisch— 
Biehler, Germany 1989. 


(d) 12... Bg6? 13 Bb5t Kf8 14 0-0 Kg8 15 Nf5 Bxf5 16 Rxf5 N4xd5 17 Bxb6 Nxb6 
18 Qb3 Bc5t 19 Khi Qe7 20 Na4! Nxa4 21 Rxf7 wins (N. Weinstein). 


(e) 15 Qg4 Bh4t 16 g3 Bxh1 17 0-0-0 Qf6 18 gxh4 0-0 19 Bb5 Qed 20 Bgd c5 21 e7 
exd4 =, Vovk-Smirnov, Ukrainian Youth Chp. 2002. 


(f) 12 Qb3 a5 13 d5 a4 14 Nxa4 Na5 15 Qb5 Nbxc4 16 Bxc4 c6 17 bxc6 bxc6 F, 
Handoko—Baburin, Liechtenstein 1992. 


(g) 13... Rf7?! 14 Radi.Rd7 15 c5 Nd5 16 Nxd5 exd5 17 Ne5 Bxe5 18 Rxf5 +, 
F. Garcia—Pomar, Barcelona 1985. 
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(h) 15 Qc1 h6 16 Khi Kh8 =, Deshmukh—Mohota, Commonwealth Chp. 2000. 


(i) 10 Qd2 Bb4 11 a3 Be7! 12 Ne4 Qd7 13 Be2 0-0-0 14 0-0-0 Bf5 15 Ng3 Bg6 = 
16 h4? Nb4! 17 b3 (17 axb4 Qa4 18 Bd3 Nxc4 wins) 17... Nc2 18 c5 Qc6 F, 
Hiibner—Hort, Biel 1987. 


(j) 15 Qd2 Qxd2t 16 Kxd2 g6 17 Be3 , Illescas—Baburin, Gothenburg 2005. 


(k) Aggressive but risky is 10 d5 exd5 11 cxd5 Nb4 12 Nd4 N6xd5 13 Nxd5 Nxd5 
14 Nxf5 Bb4t 15 Ke2 0-0-0 16 Nd6+ Bxd6 17 Qxd5 Qf5 and Black has suffi- 
cient play for the piece, Tomié—Gipslis, Dortmund 1978. 


(1) 11... £6 12 d5! exd5 (12... Nxe5 13 Nxe5 fxe5 14 a4 +) 13 Bxb6 axb6 
14 cxd5 + (14... Nxe5? 15 Nxe5 fxe5 16 Rxf5 wins), 


(m) 15 Qc2 Bf5 16 Qc3 fxe5 17 Bc4 Qe4 18 dxe5 +, Howell—Gorovets, World Ju- 
nior Chp. 2006. 


(n) 9...Nb4?! 10 Rc1 c5 11 Be2 Be7 12 0-0 0-0 (12... cxd4 13 Nxd4 Bg6 14 a3 
Nc6 15 Nxc6 bxc6 16 Qxd8 Rxd8 17 Rfd1 0-0 18 b4 +, Penrose—Mecking, 
Palma de Mallorca 1969) 13 dxc5 Nd7 14 a3 Nc6 15 b4 Ndxe5 16 Nb5 Bd3 
17 Nxe5 Nxe5 18 Bd4 Bxe2 19 Qxe2 +, Abraham—Prichly, corr. 1990. The 
game finished quickly—19 ...Nc6 20 Bc3 Bf6? 21 Rcd1 Qe7 22 Rxf6! gxf6 
23 Rd7 Qxd7 24 Qg4t and mate next move. 


(0) 10...0-0 11 0-0 Bxc3 12 bxc3 Na5 13 Nd2 Qd7 14 Rf4 Bg6 15 Qfi +, 
Zuidema—Hecht, Amsterdam 1971. 


(p) 15 bxc3 Bg6 16 Qd2 +, LAmi—De Waal, HZ Open 2005. 


(q) 6... Bf5 7Nc3 e6 8 Nf3 Bb4?! 9 Bd3! Bg4 (9... . Bxd3 10 Qxd3 c5 11 0-0 cxd4 
12 Ne4! +) 10 0-0 Nc6 11 c5! Bxc3 12 bxc3 +, Velimirovié—Martz, Vrnjacka 
Banja 1973. 


(r) 10... Bg4 11 Be2 Bc5 (11... Bb4 12 0-0 +) 12 Ng5 BfS 13 Rf Bg6 14 h4 h6é 
15 h5! +, Biiker—Fleck, Germany 1985. 


(s) 15 Qb5+ Qd7 16 Qxd7+ Bxd7 17 d6 Rc8 18 Be3 Rxc3 19 Bxb6 axb6 =, 
Lukac-Kantorik, Tatry Open 2004, 
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ALEKHINE’S DEFENSE 


Minor Variations 


1 e4 Nf 2 e5(a) Nd5 
25 26 27 28 29 30 
3 c4 Nb6 D4 sea ea idsicapen vase wale Nc3 
(Two Pawns’ Attack) d6 Nxc3(n) 
4 cd Be4issciiiss f4 dxc3......... bxc3 
Nd5 Nb6 dxe5(k) d6 d5(r) 
5  Bc4(b) Bb3 fxe5 Nf3(o) d4 
e6(c) dxe5(i) c5 Nc6 c5 
6 NCB... eee d4 Qh5 Nf3(1) Bf4(p) Nf3 
Nxc3(d) b6 e6 cxd4 dxe5(q) Nc6 
7  dxc3 cxb6 dxe5 Qxd4 Qxd8t Be2 
Nc6é axb6 a5 Nc6 Nxd8 Bg4 
8 Bf Nf3 a4 Qe4 Bxe5 0-0 
Bxc5(e) Ba6(g) Na6 g6 c6 e6 
9 Qp4 Bxa6 Nf3 Be4 Bd3 Rb1 
g5! Rxa6 g6 Nb6 f6 Qd7 
10 Bxg5 0-0 Qh3 Bb3 Bg3 h3 
Rga(f) Nc6(h) hé(j) Bg7(m) e5 = Bxf3 = 


(a) 2 Nc3 d5 3 e5 (3 exd5 Nxd5 =) 3... d4! (3... Nfd7 4 f4 e6 5 Nf3 c5 6 g3 +) 
4 exf6 dxc3 5 fxg7 cxd2t 6 Bxd2 (safe is 6 Qxd2 Qxd2t 7 Bxd2 Bxg7 8 0-0-0 
Bg4 =) 6... Bxg7 7 Qf3!? Bxb2 8 Rd1 Qd6 9 Bc4 Bf6 10 Ne2 Nc6 11 Bc3 Bxc3t 
12 Qxc3 Qb4 +, Balashov—-Timoshenko, Moscow 1989. 


(b) 5 Nc3 e6 6 d4 (6 Nxd5 exd5 7 d4 b6 =) 6... Nxc3 7 bxc3 b6 8 cxb6 axb6 9 Nf3 
Bb7 10 Bd3 d6 11 0-0 Be7 =, Sveshnikov—Morozevich, Alushta 1994, 


(c) Also reasonable is 5. . . c6 6 Qe2 e6 7 d4 b6 8 cxb6 axb6 9 Nh3 dé =, Potkin— 
Mamedyarov, Abu Dhabi 2005. 


(d) 6...d6 7 Nxd5 exd5 8 Bxd5 c6 9 Bxf7t! Kxf7 10 cxd6 +, Vasiukov—Spassky, 
Tbilisi 1959. 


(e) 8... Qh4 9 g3 Qe7 10 b4 g5 11 Be3 Nxe5 12 Bd4 Bg7 13 Be2 d6 14 cxd6 cxd6 
15 h4 with an initiative for the pawn, Posch—Baburin, Vienna 1995. 


(f) 11 Nh3 Be7 12 f4 Nxe5 13 fxe5 Bxg5 14 Qh5 Rg7 15 0-0 Qe7 16 Bd3 b6 17 Qf3 
Rb8 *, Ristoja—Puranen, Finnish Chp. 2002. 


(g) 8... BeZ 9 0-0 0-0 10 Nc3 Bb7 11 Bd3 d6 12 Bb1 Nd7 13 Ne4 dxe5 14 dxe5 
Nc5 =, Torok—Baburin, Budapest 1992. 


(h) 11 Nbd2 Be7 12 Ne4 Qa8 13 a3 Ra4 =, Fodre—Krizsany, Budapest 1995. 
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(i) 5... BES 6 Qf Qc8 7 Nh3 6 8 NgS Nc6 9 c3 Qa7 (9... dxe5? 10 Nxf7!) 
10 exd6 cxd6 11 0-0 d5 with chances for both sides, Strikovié—Lukié, Yu- 
goslavia 1991. 


(j) 11 Nc3 Nc5 12 0-0 Nxb3 13 cxb3 Nd5 14 Rd Bg7 =, Kotronias—Kakageldiev, 
Manila OL 1992. 


(k) 4... BES 5 Nf3 e6 6 Bd3 Bxd3 7 Qxd3 c5 8 0-0 Nc6 9 f5!? cxd4 10 fxe6 fxe6, 
11 Ng5 and White's original play has gained an edge, Georgiev—Petkov, Bul- 
garian Chp. 1992. 


() Bad is the impetuous 6 c4? Nb4 7 d5 Bf5 8:Na3 e6 9 Qa4t Qd7 10 Qxd7+ Nxd7 
and White is overextended in the endgame, Zapata—Tal, Subotica 1987. 


(m) 11 0-0 Bf5 12 Qf4 0-0 13 Nc3 Qb8 =, Kupreichik—Varga, Debrecen 1992. 


(n) 3...e6 4 Nxd5 exd5 5 d4d6 6 Nf3 Nc6 7 Be2?! (7 Bd3 is more aggressive) 
7... Be7 8 Bf4 0-0 =, Simisch—Alekhine, Budapest 1922. 


(0) 5... dxe5 6 Qxd8t Kxd8 7 Nxe5 Be6 8 Be3 Nd7 9 0-0-0 Ke8 10 Nf3 Bg4 =, 
Ashton—Baburin, 4NCL 2005. 


(p) 6 Bb5 Bd7 7 Qe2 a6 8 Bc4 e6 9 Bf4 dxe5 10 Nxed Bd6 =. 


(q) 6... 267! 7 Bc4 Bg7 8 Ng5 0-0 9 e6 £6 10 Nf7 Qe8 11 Qe2 +, Gallego—Tisdall, 
Yerevan Ol. 1996. The column is Lombart—Santo Roman, Uzes 1989. 


(r) 4...d65 f4 g6 6 Nf3 Bg7 7 d4 0-0 8 Bd3 c5 9 0-0 dxe5 10 dxe5 Nc6 11 Qel 
leaves White with more control of the center, Trap]—Stratil, Czech League 
1995. The column is Siamar—Leventic, Christmas Open 2003. 
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CARO-KANN DEFENSE 


1 e4 c6 


tt ar an! 
YG Y, 


| HIS MODEST DEFENSE has gained great respectability in recent years. 
Black stakes a claim in the center with 1...c6 and 2...d5, 

which contests the e4 pawn but allows White to achieve d4 with 
no struggle. The strategic plan will seem strange to a beginner as Black 
seems to lag in development and makes no aggressive movements. It is no 
wonder that the defense, known since the sixteenth century, was little un- 
derstood until the 1890s, when H. Caro of Berlin and M. Kann of Vienna 
first analyzed it seriously. Now it is used by many fanious players, but its 
greatest exponents have been three World Champions of the twentieth 
century: Capablanca, at the beginning of the century, Botvinnik in the 
middle years, and Karpov at the end. 

The positive attributes of the Caro-Kann are that Black succeeds in 
developing all of his/her pieces without creating weaknesses or making 
other positional concessions (such as the locked-in queen’s bishop the 
French Defense accepts). White is granted more freedom of movement, yet 
the solid structure and harmonious piece coordination make Black’s posi- 
tion tough to assail. If Black achieves development and a pawn break, 
there will be no problems at all. White’s challenge is to make use of his 
extra mobility before Black completely frees his position. 


171 


G 4VA Z 
y y 4 Y Noon “0, 7 
a a; em el 
“Lily % Wh PO 
+7 vA 


Mi eae ne 
me RYE ORE 


The MAIN LINE is 2 d4 d5 3 Nc3 dxe4 4 Nxe4 (columns 1—30). See the 
diagram above. The classical 4 . . . Bf5 (columns 1-12) is Black’s oldest and 
most solid response. White can obtain a small kingside bind by advancing 
his/her pawn to h5, but to exploit this is a difficult task. A problem with 
4...Bf5 is the lack of winning chances against reasonable play by White. 
The other main variation is the more modern 4... Nd7 (columns 13-24). 
In order to play for the advantage, White has developed sharp continua- 
tions, sometimes involving piece sacrifices or castling on opposite wings. 
The popularity of 4... Nd7 is explained by the interesting, double-edged 
positions that arise. Black accepts doubled pawns in columns 25~30 with 
4...Nf6. Columns 25-27 deal with 5 Nxf6t gxf6, which opens the g-file 
for Black and produces sharp attacking positions. With proper play, White 
obtains the upper hand. Safer play is 5 Nxf6t exf6 (columns 28-30), when 
Black’s doubled f-pawns provide him/her extra protection on the king’s 
wing, but the queenside majority allows White a small edge. 
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The PANOV-BOTVINNIK ATTACK, 2 d4 d5 3 exd5 cxd5 4 c4 (columns 
31-42) is a time-honored plan to turn the defense into an open game (see 
above diagram). Play is often similar to the Queen’s Gambit Accepted or 
the Semi-Tarrasch Defense of the Queen’s Gambit. Black has various de- 
fenses that offer reasonable chances. 
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New strategies have been invented in the ADVANCE VARIATION, 2 d4 d5 
3 e5 (columns 43-48). White used to play for a direct attacking scheme 
that led to tactical fights—this is still seen in columns 45—46. White can 
also play positionally with 3... Bf5 4 Nf3 and 5 Be2, or moves such as 
5 a3. There is a great variety of plans available, and this appeals to many 
players instead of the sometimes plain main line. 

The Two KNIGHTS’ VARIATION, 2 Nc3 d5 3 Nf3 (columns 49-54), takes 
play into different territory, often similar to a reversed King’s Indian. 
White delays (or avoids) d4 in favor of flexible piece play. Black has a freer 
hand here than in the main line, allowing several equalizing choices. 

Columns 55-60 cover three minor variations. Black plays 3... g6 in 
columns 55-56, a type of hybrid Caro-Pirc defense. This is offbeat, but 
fairly respectable. The EXCHANGE VARIATION, 2 d4 d5 3 exd5 cxd5 4 Bd3. 
(columns 57-58), is a simple plan to develop pieces and play for a king- 
side initiative, but it holds few prospects for an advantage against good 
defense. The FANTASY VARIATION, 2 d4 d5 3 £3 (columns 59-60), is not the- 
oretically critical, but it can be used to surprise an opponent. 

Lines without 2 d4 (other than the Two Knights’ Variation) are the 
subject of columns 61-66. 2 c4 (columns 61-63) requires some careful de- 
fense from Black to equalize. Columns 64-65 is the King’s Indian Re- 
versed strategy, which is not dangerous if Black chooses a good plan. 


CARO-KANN DEFENSE 
Main Line 4... Bf5 


1 e4 c6 2 d4 db 3 Nc3 dxe4 4 Nxe4 BfS 5 Ng3 Bg6 6 h4 h6 
7 Nf3 Nd7 8 h5 Bh7 9 Bd3 Bxd3 10 Qxd3 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
QO] eocioouedsa ios insintet ea sib cae’ tence seh eelae es 66 
11 BO? esses caysve'sccpetia coud wetesuee vane Rh4 BEA: oejekades Bd2 
e6 e6 Nef6(r) Negf6 
12 0-020 iiss ave die deuse ea tts Qe2 Bf4 0-0-0 0-0-0 
Negf6(a) Nef6 Qa5t(n) Qa5(s) Be7 
13. Ne4......... Kb1 0-0-0 Bd2 Kb1 Qe2(u) 
0-0-0(b)  0-0-0(f) 0-0-0(i) — Qb6(0) Be7 0-0 
14 g3 c4 Ned 0-0-0 Ne5 Ned 
Nxe4(c) c5 Nb6(j) Be7 0-0 c5 
15 Qxe4 Bc3 Ba5(k) Regal? Nxd7 dxc5 
Nf6(d) cxd4 Rd5 Ngf6 Nxd7 Nxc5 
16 Qe2 Nxd4 Bxb6(1) Rxp7 Ne4 Kb1(v) 
Bd6 a6 axb6 Bfa(p) Nf6é Qc7 
17. A Nf3(g) cA Rxf7 g4 Bc3 
c5(e) Be7(h) Ra5(m) Kxf7(q) Rad&(t) Rfd8 = 


(a) 12... Bd6 13 Ne4 Nef6é 14 Kbi1! Bf4 15 Nxfét Nxf6 16 Bxf4 Qxf4 17 Qa3 Qc7 
18 Ne5 Qe7 19 Qe3 +, Khalifman—Seirawan, Amsterdam 1995. 


(b) (A) 13... Be7 14 Nxf6t Bxf6 15 Qe4 0-0-0 16 Bf4 +, Karpov—Seirawan, 
Linares 1983. (B) 13... Rd8 14 Nxf6t+ Nxf6 15 Ned! a6 (15... BcS 16 Qg3 
Bxd4 17 Qxg7 +) 16 Bf4 Bd6 17 Qg3 +, Wedberg—Stean, Lucerne Ol. 1982. 


(c) 14... Nce5 15 Nxc5 Bxc5 16 c4! Bb6 (16... Bxd4? 17 Nxd4 c5 18 Nb5 wins) 
17 Bf4 Qe7 18 Qe2 Rhe8 19 Rh4 c5 20 Qed +, Chessbase Magazine. 


(d) 15... Bd6 16 c4 c5 17 d5 (17 Bc3 cxd4 18 Bxd4! +, Hibner—Hjartarson, 
Barcelona 1989) 17... Nf6 18 Qc2 exd5 19 cxd5 Rhe8 20 Bc3 Qd7 21 Bxf6 
gxf6 22 Nh4 +, P. Carlsson—Fridman, Spain 2005. 


(e) 18 Bc3 exd4 19 Nxd4 (19 Bxd4 Qa5 20 Kb1 QfSt 4) 19... a6 20 Kb1 Rd7 
21 Rel Kb8 22 Nb3 Qc6 23 Rh4 +, Kotronias—Jobava, Aeroflot Open 2007. 
White must do a lot of work to get a small edge! 


(f) (A) 13... Bd6 14 Ne4 Nxe4 15 Qxe4 0-0-0 16 c4 c5 17 Bc3 = is similar to the 
previous column. (B) 13...c5 14 c4 cxd4?! (14...0-0-0) 15 Nxd4 a6 
16 Nxe6!? fxe6 17 Qg6t Kd8 18 Rhe1 Kc8?! (18 . . . Qb6 looks better) 19 Rxe6 b6 
20 Qf5 Kb7 21 Bf4 Qcd 22 Rxf6! Nxf6 23 Rd7+ Kc6 24 Rc7 mate, Evans—Berger, 
Amsterdam 1964. 
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(g) 17 Nb3 Be7 18 Ba5 b6 19 Bc3 Nc5 20 Qf3 Qb7 =, Spassky—Portisch, match 
1980, 


(h) 18 Qe2 Bd6 19 Ne4 Nxe4 20 Qxe4 Nf6 21 Qe2 Qcd 22 Ned Bxed draw agreed, 
Hort—Karpov, Waddinxveen, 1979. 


(i) (A) 13... Bd6 14 Nfs Bf4 15 Bxf4t+ Qxf4 16 Ne3 0-0-0 17 Kb1 Rhe8 18 Nc4 +, 
Ivanovié—Garcfa Palermo, Reggio Emilia 1984. (B) 13...c5 14 Rh4 Rc8 
15 Nf5 cxd4 16 N3xd4 Qce4 17 Qxc4 Rxc4 18 Re1 ~, Rodriguez—Valerga, St. Mar- 
tin 1995. 


(j) 14...Nxe5 15 dxe5 Nd7 16 f4 Be7 17 Ne4 Nc5 18 Nc3 +, Spassky—Petrosian, 
World Chp. 1966. White’s pawns grip the kingside. 


(k) 15 c4!? Rxd4 16 Be3 Rxd1t 17 Rxd1 Rg8 (17... Qxe5?! 18 Rd8t Kxd8 
19 Bxb6t axb6 20 Qxe5 +) 18 f4 Kb8 19 Ne4 Nxe4 20 Bxb6 axb6 21 Rd7 Qc8 
22 Qxe4 £6 23 Qd3 Bcd 24 Ng6 b5! +, Fedorowicz—Adianto, New York 1993. 


(l) 16 b4 Rxa5! 17 bxa5 Ba3t 18 Kb1 Na4 19 Qf3 Bb4 20 Rd3 Qxad F, 
Ulmanis—Jone, corr. 1977. 


(m) 18 Kb1 Bd6 19 f4 Rd8 20 Ne4 Bfé 21 g4 b5 =, Luther—Adianto, Liechtenstein 
1993. 


(n) Black can play safely at the cost of a small disadvantage—12...Bd6 
13 Bxd6 Qxd6 14 Ne4 Qe7 15 Qa3! Qxa3 16 bxa3 Ke7 17 Rb1 Rb8 18 Ncd +, 
Teichmeister—Buchinger, Vienna 2006. 


(0) (A) 13... .Qc7 14 0-0-0 Be7 15 Rh3 0-0-0 16 Qe2 Bd6 (16... Nef6 17 Nf5) 
17 Ne4 Bf4 18 Rh4 Bxd2t 19 Nexd2 Ne7 20 Nc4 +, Martinovié—Miles, Am- 
sterdam 1985. (B) 13... Bb4 14 Ne4 =. 


(p) 16... Kf8? 17 Rxf7t+ Kxf7 18 Qg6t Kf8 19 Ne5 Nxe5 20 dxe5 Ng8 21 Nfs! Re- 
signs (21... exf5 22 e6 and 23 Qf7 mate), Lindstr6m—Likka, corr. 1976. 


(q) 18 Ne5t Nxe5 19 dxe5 Nd5 20 Qg6t Ke7 21 Ne4 Rd8 (21... Kd7 22:c4 Qd8 
23 Bc3 Qe7 24 f4 +, Leconte—Olivier, corr. 1990) 22 c4 Kd7 23 Qf7+ Kc8 
24 Qxe6t Ke7 25 cxd5 cxd5 26 Qxb6t axb6 27 Nf6 +, Casado—Espino, corr. 
1990. White’s rook sacrifice is promising, although the final verdict is still 
out. To avoid 11 Rh4 see note (r). 


(r) 11...Qa5t 12 Bd2 Qc7 transposes into column 1, avoiding column 4 
(11 Rh4). On 11... Qa5t 12 c3 Ngf6 13 a4 Nd5 the game is equal.: 


(s) 12...Nd5 13 Bd2 Nb4 14 Qb3 a5 15 Kb1 a4 16 Qe3 Nd5 17 Qe2 b5 18 Ne4 
Qb6 19 Rh3 b4 20 Ne5 +, Hracek—Rasmussen, Bundesliga 2004. 


(t) 18 Rhgi Nxe4 19 Qxe4 Qd5 20 Qe2 Rd7 with only a minute edge to White, Ni 
Hua-Jobava, Scheveningen 2006. 


(u) 13 Ne4 Nxe4 14 Qxe4 Nf6 15 Qe2 Qd5 16 c4 Qe4 17 Qxe4 Nxe4 18 Be3 Bf6 =, 
Armas—Tal, Germany .1990. Note that in this column Black can often 
play . . . Qc7, transposing into previous columns. 


(v) 16 Bxh6? Qa5 17 Bg5 Qxa2 gives Black a terrific attack. The column is 
Gallagher—Hort, Brocco 1990. 
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CARO-KANN DEFENSE 
4... Bf5 Variation 
1 e4 c6 2 d4 d5 3 Nc dxe4 4 Nxe4 Bf 5 Ng3(a) Bg6 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
6 4 Seep at cee ieohiedadeeiee Cokes Be4 os siicaiees 1 een N1e2 
hé6 e6 Nd7 Nf6(q) 
Zo VNEB 2 hicdie tee dee cen eeeas as f4 Nie2 Bd3(n) Nf4(r) 
Nd7 .......4. Nfé!? e6 Nf6é e6 e5!(s) 
8  Bd3(b) Ne5(e) Nf3 0-0(j) ° 0-0(0) Nxg6 
Bxd3 Bh7 Nd7(h) Bd6 Nef6 hxg6 
9 Qxd3 Bd3(f) h5 f4 c4 dxe5 
Qc7 Bxd3 Bh7 Qd7(k) Bd6é Qa5t 
10 Bd2 Qxd3 Bd3 Bd3 b3 Bd2 
Nef6 e6 Bxd3 Bxd3- 0-0 Qxe5t 
11 0-0-0 Bd2 Qxd3 Qxd3 Bb2 Qe2 
e6 Nbd7 Qc7 g6 c5 Qxe2t 
12 Kb1(c) £4. Bd2 £5!?(1) Bxg6 Bxe2 


0-0-0(d) Be7(g) ——-Ngfe(i) —gxf5(m) ~—hxge(p) Nbd7 = 


(a) 5 NcS Qbé 6 g4 (6 Nf3 e6 7 Nb3 Nd7 8 Bd3 Bg6 =) 6... Bc8 7 Qe2 Qd8 8 Be3 
Nf6 9 h3 e6 10 Bg2 b6 11 Nd3 Ba6 =, Wells—Gormally, Scarborough 2004. 


(b) White chooses to play the positions of the main line (columns 1-6) with the pawn 
on h4 instead of h5. Although it is less cramping on h4 it is also less exposed. 


(c) 12 Rhe1 0-0-0 13 Qb3 Bd6 14 Ne2 Ng4 15 Rf1 Ndf6 =, Lasker—Lee, London 1899, 


(d) 13 c4.c5 14 Bc3 cxd4 15 Nxd4 a6 16 Nf3 Bc5 17 Qe2 Bd6 18 Ne4 Be7 19 Nxf6 
Bxf6 =, Spassky—Petrosian, World Chp. 1966. , 


(e) 8 h5 Bh7 9 Bd3 Bxd3 10 Qxd3 e6 11 Bd2 (11 Bf4 Bd6 12 Ne5 Qc7 13 0-0-0 
Nbd7 =, A. Rodrf{guez—Spragegett, Havana 1997) 11.. . Nbd7 transposes into 
column 6, or 11,..c5 12 Ne4 Nc6 13 Bc3 Nb4 =, Spasov—-Genov, Bulgaria 
2004. 


(f) White gets nothing from 9 Bc4 e6 10 Qe2 (threatening Nxf7) Nd5 11 Bb3 (de 
Firmian—Brunner, Biel 1996) 11... Bb4t! forcing 12 Kf1, since 12 Bd2? Nf4! 
is trouble. Interesting is 11 Bd2 intending 11... Bxc2 12 Qh5-g6 13 Qf3 with 
play. Ivanchuk—Dreev, Russian Chp. 1998 continued 11...Nd7 12 0-0-0 
Nxe5 13 dxe5 Qc7 14 £40-0-0 15 Ne4 Be7 16 h5?! £6 17 exf6 gxf6 18 Rhf1 Rhe& 
draw agreed. 


(g) 13 0-0-0 c5 14 d5!? Nxd5 15 Nh5 +, Sandipan—Thejkumar, India 2006. 


(h) Black should avoid 8... Bd6 9 Ne5 Bxe5? 10 fxe5 Ne7 11 h5 Bh7 12 c3 c5 
13 Qg4 +, Arnason—Adianto, Dubai Ol. 1986. The game ended shortly— 
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13... Rg8 14 Be4 cxd4 15 0-0! Qc7 16 b3 dxc3 17 Ba3 Nbc6 18 Rxf7! Qxe5 19 
Bxe6 c2 20 Rafi Bd3 21 Bd7+ Kd8 22 Bxc6 Resigns. 


(i) 13 Ne5 c5 14 0-0-0 cxd4 15 Qxd4 Bcd 16 Qc4 0-0! 17 Nxd7 Nxd7 18 Ne4 Rfc8 
19 g4 Be7 =, Mortensen—Danielsen, Denmark 1994. 


(j) 8 Nf4 Bd6 9 Bb3 (9 Nxg6 hxg6 =) 9... Qe7 10 Qf3 Nbd7 11 h4 0-0-0 12 h5 Bf 
13 Nxf5 Qa5t 14 c3 QxfS 15 Qd3 Qxd3 16 Nxd3 h6 17 Rh4 Rhe8 18 Be3 
Nd5 =, Keres—Petrosian, First Piatigorsky Cup 1963. 


(k) 9... Qc7 10 Khi Nbd7 11 £5 exf5 12 Nxf5 Bxf5 13 Rxf5 0-0 14 Qf1 Rae8& 
15 Bg5 +, Zaitsev—Pavlov, USSR 1967. White has attacking chances. 


() Black is not worse after the ordinary 12 b3 Na6 13 Bb2 Be7 14 c4 Nc7 15 Qf3 
0-0, van der Wiel—Seirawan, Baden 1980, 


(m) 13 Bg5 Be7 14 Rae1 Rg8! 15 Bh4 Rg4 16 Rf4 Na6 +, Ganguly—Prakash, Penta 
Media 2000, 


(n) Insipid is 7 Bc4 Ngf6 8 0-0 e6 9 Qe2 Be7 10 Rel 0-0 =. 


(o) 8 Bxg6 hxp6 9 Qe2 Nefé 10 Bd2 Qc7 11 0-0-0 c5 =, de Firmian—Seirawan, Lone 
Pine 1981. 


(p) 13 Re1 Qc7 14 dxc5 Bxc5 15 Qc2 Rfd8 16 Ne4 Nxe4 17 Qxe4 Draw, Spassky— 
Karpov, match 1974. 


(q) Equally good is 6... e6 7 Nf4 Qc7 8 h4 Bd6 9 Nxg6 hxg6 10 Ne4 Bf4 11 g3 
Bxc1 12 Qxc1 Nf6, Panchenko-I. Ivanov, Vilnius 1978. 


(r) 7h4 h6 8 Nf4 Bh7 9 Bc4 e6 10 Qe2 Bd6é 11 Be3 Nbd7 12 Ngh5 Nxh5 13 Nxh5 
Rg8 =, Tal—Botvinnik, World Chp. 1960. 


(s) 7... e6 8 h4! Bd6 9 h5 Bf5 10 Nxf5 Qa5t 11 Bd2 Qxf5 12 Bd3 +, Gligorié— 
Pomar, Tel Aviv Ol. 1964, The column is Tseshkovsky—Bagirov, USSR 1978. 


CARO-KANN DEFENSE 
Main Line 4... Nd7 
1 e4 c6 2 d4 d5 3 Nc3 dxe4 4 Nxe4 Nd7 


12 


13 


13 14 15 
BOB iene Rivpaueueeide Leaiwesdies Seaaae ck 
Nef6(a) 

Ng5 

e6(b) 

N1f3 

BdGiaviisscvvsctvccescdacdys h6(k) 
Qe2(c) Nxe6! 
hi6 fxe6(1) 
Ne4 Bg6t 
Nxe4 Ke7 
Qxe4 Bf4(m) 
Nf6 ........06 Qc7(g) Qadt 
Qe2(d) 0-0(h) c3 
Qc7(e) b6 Kds 
Bd2 Qep4 0-0 

b6 Kfa(i) Be7 
0-0-0 b3 Re1 
Bb7(f) Bb7(j) Nf8(n) 
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Ndfé(o) 


N1f3(p) 
Bg4(q) 
h3 
Bxf3 


Nxf3 
e6 


gal 

Bdé 
Bg2 
Ne7 


17 


18 


(a) 5... Ndf6 6 Ng5 Bg4 7 N1f3 Bhd (7... h6? 8 Nxf7 Bxf3 9 Bg6! Qa5t 10 Bd2 
wins; 7...e6 8 h3 +) 8 c3 e6 (8...Qc7 9 Qc2 h6 10 Ne6! Qd6 11 Nxfé +) 
9 Qb3 Qc7 10 Ned Bd6 (van der Wiel-Karpov, Amsterdam 1988) 11 h3 +. 


(b) (A) 6... h6? was harshly dealt with in Tal-Oll, USSR 1986—7 Ne6 Qa5t 
8 Bd2 Qb6 9 Nf3 (9 Nxf8 +) 9... fxe6 10 Bg6t+Kd8 11 0-0 c5 12 c4! cxd4 13 Nxd4 
e5 14 c5! Nxc5 15 Ba5S exd4 16 Qxd4t Ncd7 17 Bxb6t axb6 18 Racl e5 
19 Qc4 Bc5 20 Rfdi Rfs 21 b4 Bd4 22 Rxd4! Resigns (22... exd4 23 Qc7t Ke7 
24 Rel, etc). Oll picked the wrong guy to mix it up with. (B) 6... g6 7 N1f3 
Bg7 8 Qe2 0-0 9 h4 h6 10 hd! Nxh5 11 g4 Nhf6 12 Ne6é fxe6 13 Qxe6t attack- 


ing, Dizdarevié—Menken, Hessen 1994. 


(c) White gets no advantage unless he presses the initiative. 8 0-0h6 9 Ne4 Nxe4 
10 Bxe4 0-0 11 c3 c5 12 Bc2 Qc7 13 Re1 Rd8 14 h3 Nf6 15 Qe2 cxd4 16 Nxd4 
Bh2t 17 Kh1 Bf4 =, Kamsky—Karpov, Tilburg 1991. 


(d) 11 Qh4 Ke7!? (threatening 12... g5!) 12 Ne5 Bxe5 13 dxe5 Qa5t 14 c3 Qxe5t 
15 Be3 b6 16 0-0-0 Rd8 17 h3 Qad with equal chances, Visweswaran—Koneru, 


Goodricke Open 2002. 


(e) 11... c5 12 dxc5 Bxc5 13 Bd2 Qbé6 14 0-0-0! Bd7 15 Ne5 +, Benjamin—Orlov, 
U.S. Chp. 1994. 


(f) 14 Ne5 0-0-0 (14... c5 15 Bb5t Ke7 16 dxc5! Qxc5 17 a3 a5 18 Bc3 +) 15 £4 
Kb8 16 Rhf1 c5 17 dxc5 Bxc5 18 g4 Nd5d =, Sutovsky—Aaberg, Gibralter 2006. 
Perhaps 16 Kb1 and 17 a3 is a better plan. 


(g) 10... c5 11 0-0 Nf6 12 Qh4 cxd4 13 Rel Bd7 14 Nxd4 Qa5 15 Be3 g5 16 Qh3 
0-0-0 17 Qf3 +, Kramnik—Ponomariov, Mtel Masters 2005. 


(h) 11 Qg4 Kf8 12 0-0 c5 13 b3 e5 14 c3 exd4 15 cxd4 Ned 16 Qe4 Nxf3t 17 Qxf3 
Bxh2t =, Bacrot—Bologan, Saint Vincent 2005. 


(i) 12... g5 13 Qh3 Rg8 14 Re1! Anand—Bologan, Dortmund 2003, has the plan 
14... g4 15 Qxh6 gxf3 16 Rxe6t! +. 


(j) 14 Bb2 Nfé 15 Qh4 Nd5 16 Rfel Nf4 =, Anand—Wojtaszek, Bundesliga 2007. 


(k) (A) 7... Qc7?! 8 Qe2 h6 9 Bg6! hxg5 10 Bxf7+ Kd8! 11 Nxg5 Nbé6 (van der 
Wiel—Karpov, Amsterdam 1987) 12 g3 +. (B) 7... Be7 8 0-0 (8 Qe2 h6 9 Nxe6 
fxe6 10 Bg6t Kf8 11 0-0 Nb6 12 Ne5 with compensation for the knight, 
Z. Almasi—Kumaran, Kopavogur, 1994) 8... h6 9 Ne4 Nxe4 10 Bxe4 Nf6 11 
Bd3 0-0 12 Bf4 c5 13 dxc5 Bxc5 14 Qe2 + (Khalifman). 


(1) White’s attack is even more fierce after 8...Qe7 9 0-0 fxe6 10 Bg6t Kd8 
11 Bf4. The historic final game of the Deep Blue—Kasparov match, New York 
1997, continued 11... b5?! 12 a4 Bb7 13 Rel Nd5 14 Bg3 Kc8 15 axb5 cxb5 
16 Qd3 Bc6 17 Bf5! exf5 18 Rxe7 Bxe7 19 c4 Resigns. Black could fight on, but 
seeing 19... bxc4?! 20 Qxc4 Kb7 21 Qa6 mate he threw in the towel. 


(m) White lost his way in Wolff-Granda Zuniga, New York 1992—10 0-0 Qc7 
11 Re1 Kd8! 12 c4 (12 Rxe6 Bd6 13 Re1 Nf& =) 12... Bb4 13 Re2 Nfs 14 Ne5? 
(14 Bc2ee) Nxg6 15 Nxp6 Re8 +. 


(n) 14 Bd3 Bd7 15 Ned Ke8 16 b4 Qbé 17 Nf7 Nd5 18 Bg3 Rg8 19 c4 Nxb4 20 Be4 
Be8 21 Nd6t Bxd6 22 Bxd6 a5 23 a3 Na6 24 Qf3 and White's control of the 
board outweighs Black’s extra piece, McDonald—Summerscale, London 1994, 
This knight sacrifice (8 Nxe6) gives White better chances, yet adventurous 
players may still wish to try the Black side as it is easy for White to go wrong. 


(0) The most usual move is 5... Ngf6 6 Bd3, transposing into column 13. Also 
6 Bd3 now transposes into note (a). This column looks at alternatives. 


(p) 6 Bc4 e6 7 Ne2 c5 8 0-0 h6 9 Nf3 a6 10 a4 cxd4 11 Nexd4 Bd6 12 Qe2 Ne7 
13 Ne5 Qc7 =, de Firmian—Karpov, Biel 1990. 


(q) 6... h6? 7 Nxf7 Kxf7 8 Ne5t Ke8 9 Bd3 wins. 
(r) 14 b3 Rad8 15 Bb2 Rfe8 16 Rad1 +, de Firmian—A. Fernandes, New York 1993. 


(s) 8... Be7 9 Qe2 0-0 10 Rd1 Qe7 11 c4 cxd4 12 Nxd4 a6 13 b3 Re8 14 Bb2 +, 
Kasparov—Karpov, Amsterdam 1988. 


(t) 10... Bxd4 11 cxd4 0-0 12 Bg5 h6 13 Bf4 Nb6 14 Bc2 Nbd5 15 Bed +, 
Tal-Flesch, Lvov 1981. The game was another Tal masterpiece—15 .. . Qb6 
16 Qd3! Nb4 17 Qd2°'Nxc2 18 Bxf6! Nxal 19 Nh5 e5 20 dxe5 g5 21 e6! Qxe6 
22 h3! (A whole rook down, Tal calmly plays for kingside squares; the knight 
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on h5 is secure and the attack will be irresistible.) 22...Qf5 23 Rxal Be6 


24 Rel Qg6 25 g4 Rac8 26 Bc3 Rfd8 27 Qe3 Rd3 28 Qe5 Rexc3 29 bxc3 Kh7 
30 Nf6t Kg7 31 Nd5t Kh7 32 Ne7 Resigns. 


(u) 14 cxd4 Qa5 15 Be3 Qd5 16 Qe2 b6 17 Bb3 Qdé 18 Qf3 Ra7 =, Taulbut— 
Speelman, Hastings 1981. 


(v) 6...g6 7 Bc4 Nb6 8 Bb3 Bg7 9 0-0 0-0 10 h3 a5 11 a4 with a minimal edge, 
Farago—Szabo, Budapest 1996. 


(w) 7 Bd3 cxd4 8 0-0 g6 9 Nxd4 Bg7 10 Rel 0-0 =, Zapata—Spiridinov, Moscow 
1989. 


(x) 8 c6 bxc6 9 Be2 Be7 10 0-0 Qb6 11 Rb1 0-0 =, Ye Jiangchuan—Karpov, 
Shenyand 2000. 


(y) 14.Nxe5 Bxe5 15 Bb2 Bxb2 =, Beshukov—Huzman, Biel 2002. 
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CARO-KANN DEFENSE 
Main Line 4... Nd7 
1 e4 c6 2 d4 d5 3 Nc3 dxe4 4 Nxe4 Nd7 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
5 NEB ect ieeiatestouneters Bc4 
Ngf6 Ngf6é 
6  Nxfét Nas sta vatiis Acces aegis Nxf6t 
Nxf6 e6(i) Nxf6 
7  NeS(a) Qe2 c3(w) 
BeG .......5. Nd7(e) Nb6(j) Qc7 
8 Be2 Bf4(f) BbSicce¢srcces cand saneety Bd3 Qb3 
g6 Nxe5 h6(k) h6 e6 
9 0-0 Bxe5 N5f3 N5f3 Nf3 
Bg7 Qd5!(g) A5 jecsadeieucs c5 c5 Bd6 
10 c4(b) c4(h) c3(1) Bf4(o)} dxc5(r)} Bg5 
0-0 Qadt c5 Ndb5 Bxc5(s) Nd5 
11 Be3 Qd2 a3(m) Be5 Ne5 0-0 
Ne4(c) Qxd2t Qc7 Qa5t Nbd7 b6 
12 f4 Kxd2 Nh3 Nd2 Nef3 Rfe1 
Nd6 Bf5 Bd7 b5(p) Qc7(t) 0-0 
13 b3 Bd3 0-0 dxc5 0-0(u) Qc2 
Qc7(d) Bxd3 = cxd4(n) Bxc5(q) 0-0(v) h6(x) 


(a) 7 Bc4 is column 24. 7 c3 Bg4 8 h3 Bxf3 9 Qxf3 e6 10 Bc4 Be7 11 0-0 Nd5 
12 Be3 Qb6 13 Qe2 0-0 =, Kasparov—Karpov, World Chp. 1987. 


(b) 10c3 0-011 Re1 Nd7 12 Nd3 Bc4 13 Bg5 Re8 14 Bf1 Bxd3 15 Bxd3 Bf6 16 Bxf6 
Nxf6 =, Browne—Loftsson, Lone Pine 1976. 


(c} Without this move Black fails to equalize, e.g. 11... Nd7 12 Nf3 Bg4 13 h3 
Bxf3 14 Bxf3 Qc7 15 Qc2 +, Mithrankanth-Speelman, Goodricke Open 1999. 


(d) 14 Qd2 Rad8 =, Warakomski—Wojtaszek, Czech Open 2006. 


(e) 7... Bf5?! 8 c3 e6 9 g4! Bg6 10 h4 gives Black a problem with his light- 
squared bishop. 


(f) 8 Nd3 g6 9 c3 Bg7 10 Be2 e5 11 dxe5 Nxe5 12 Nxe5 Qxd1t 13 Bxd1 Bxed =, 
Leko—Karpov, Belgrade 1996. 


(g) 9... Qb6?! 10 Bd3! f6 11 Bg3 Be6 12 Qe2 Bf7 13 0-0 e6 14 c3 0-0-0 15 Bc4 Re8 
16 b4 h5 17 h4 Rg8 18 Qf3 Be7 19 a4 g5? 20 a5 Qd8 21 a6 gxh4 22 axb7t Kxb7 
23 Rxa7t! Resigns, Larsen—Rogoff, Lone Pine 1978. 
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(h) The column has been the continuation of many games ending in draws. More 
interesting is 10 Be2!? Qxg2 11 Bf£3 Qg5 12 Qe2 with complications, Kavalek— 
Christiansen, U.S Chp. 1986. 


(i) 6...Nd5 7 N1f3 h6 8 Ne4 N7b6 9 Bd3 Nbé4 10 0-0 Nxd3 11 Qxd3 e6 12 Ned 
gives White an edge (Fischer). 


(j) Not 7... Be7? 8 Nxf7! winning. 


(k) It is too dangerous to take the pawn—8 .. . Qxd4? 9 N1f3 Qd5 10 Ne5 Qxg2 
11 Rf1 Be7 12 Nef3! Qg4 13 Nxf7 +, Arnason—Helmers, Reykjavik 1982. 


(1) 10 a4.c5 11 Bf4 Bd7 12 Ne5 Nbd5 13 Bg3 cxd4 =, Hector—-Schandorff, Copen- 
hagen 2002. 


(m) 11 dxc5 Bxc5 12 Ned 0-0 13 Ngf3 Nbd7 14 0-0 Nxe5 15 Nxe5 b6 16 Q£3 
Qc7! =, Adams-—Seirawan, Bermuda 1999. 


(n) 14 Bf4 Bd6 15 Bxd6 Qxd6 16 Radi 0-0 17 Rxd4 Qc5 =, Short—Gulko, match 
1994, 


(0) 10 c3 Be7 11 Be3 (11 dxc5 Nbd7) 11... Nbd5 12 Ned 0-0 13 Ngf3 Qc7 14 Bd2 
b6 15 0-0 Bd6 16 Rfe1 Bb7 =, Dvoiris—Meduna, Sochi 1983. 


(p) 12...cxd4 13 Nef3 Be7 14 Nxd4 0-0 15 0-0-0 Bd7 16 Kb1 Qb6 17 c4! Nb4 
18 Ne4 Nxe4 19 Qxe4 +, Anand—Khalifman, Biel Int. 1993. 


(q) 14 c3 Bb7 15 Nef3 Qbé6 16 0-0 0-0 =, Anand-Ivanchuk, Wijk aan Zee 2001. 


(r) 10 Be3 Nbd5 11 Ngf3 Qc7 12 0-0 Bd6 13 Nc4 Be7 =, Hector—Hjelm, Copen- 
hagen 2003. 


(s) Complications arise from 10...Nbd7 11 b4 b6 12 Nd4 Nd5d (12... bxe5? 
13 Nc6 Qc7 14 Qxeét fxe6 15 Bg6 mate!) 13 Bb2 Nxb4 14 Nxe6 Nxd3t 15 Qxd3 
Qe7 16 0-0-0 fxe6 17 Qe4 Rb8 18 c6 Ncd 19 Qg6t Qf7 20 c7! Ra8 21 Rd8t Ke7 
22 Qxf7t Kxf7 23 Nf3 +. Black could hold his troubles to a minimum with 
11...Nd5 12 Bd2 Qf6 13 Rb1 a5 14 a3 +. 


(t) Playable is the long and complicated continuation 12... Nxe5 13 Nxe5 0-0 
14 Bd2 Qd5 15 0-0-0 Qxa2 16 c3 b5 17 Bxh6 Bb7! 18 Nd7 (18 Bb1 Qa4 =) 
18... Nxd7 19 Qg4 Qalt 20 Bb1 g6 21 Rxd7 Ba3 22 bxa3 Qxc3t 23 Kd1 Rfd8 
24 Rd2 Rxd2t 25 Bxd2 Rd8 26 Qgs5 Bf3t 27 gxf3 Qxf3t F, Barlov—Radulov, 
Belgrade 1982. 


(u) (A) 13 Bd2? Nxe5 14 Nxe5 Bxf2t! 15 Kxf2 Qxe5 16 Qxe5 Ng4t nets a pawn. 
(B) 13 Bf4 Bb4t! 14 Nd2 Bxd2t 15 Kxd2 0-0 16 Rhd1 Ned 17 Kel Nd5 =, 
Timman—Karpov, match 1993. 


(v) 14 Rel Bd6 15 Bf4 Nd5 16 Bg3 N7f6 17 Nd4 +, Brynell—Wessman, Excelsior 
Cup 2002. 


(w) 7 Nf3 BfS 8 Qe2 e6 9 Bg5 Be7 10 0-0-0 Bg4 11 h3 Bxf3 12 Qxf3 Nd5 =, 
Fischer—Petrosian, Bled 1961. 


(x) 14 Bh4 Ne7! 15 Bxe7 Qxe7 16 Ne5 c5 =, Balashov—Hort, Tilburg 1977. 
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CARO-KANN DEFENSE 
Main Line, 5... gxf6 and 5... exf6 
1 e4 c6 2 d4 d5 3 Nc3 dxe4 4 Nxe4 Nf6 5 Nxf6t(a) 


25 26 27 28 29 30 
PAG? ici seis ssedacianaienas sas cameaaguede exf6 
6 CO iit NF3 vo... e008 Ne2(j) C3 iistiesares Bec4......eeees Nf£3(v) 
Bf Bg4(f) h5(k) Bd6(m) Bdé(r) Bd6é(w) 
7  Nf3(b) Be2 Qd3 Bd3 Ne2(s) Be2 
Qc7(c) Qc7(g) Qa5t 0-0 0-0 0-0 
8 g3 0-0(h) Bd2 Qc2(n) 0-0 0-0 
Nd7 Nd7 Qf5 Re8t Qc7(t) Re8 
9 Bg2 Nh4 Qb3 Ne2 Ng3 Be3 
0-0-0 Bxe2 Bh6 g6(o) Re8& Nd7 
10 0-0 Qxe2 0-0-0 h4 Qf Qd2 
e6(d) e6 Bxd2t Be6(p) Be6 Qc7 
11 Rel c4 Rxd2 h5 Bb3 c4 
Bg4 0-0-0 Qxf2 f5 Nd7 Nfs 
12 4 g3 Ng3 hxg6 Be3 Rfe1 
h5(e) Re&(i) Qeit(l) fxg6(q) Nb6(u) Bf5(x) 


(a) 5 Ng3 g6 6 Nf3 Bg7 7 Bez 0-0 8 0-0 Qb6 9 b3 a5 =, Sax—Larsen, Tilburg 1979. 


(b) 7 Nez Nd7 8 Ng3 Bg6 9 h4 h5 10 Be2 Qa5d 11 b4 Qc7 12 Nxh5 e5! 13 Ng3 
0-0-0 14 h5 Bh7 15 Bg4 Kb8 with compensation for the pawn due to White's 
scattered position, Cazelais-Spraggett, Quebec 1989. 


(c) 7... e6 8 g3 Qd5 9 Bg2 Qc4 10 Nh4 Bd3 11 Be3 Nd7 12 Qd2 Qa6 13 Rd1 Bgé 
14 b3 +, De Armas—Santa Torres, Sagua La Grande 1989. 


(d) (A) 10...e5 11 Re1 Bg7 (Sohl—Henzelmann, Bad Zwesten 2006)—12 b4 =. 
(B) 10... Be4 11 Qe2 f5 12 Bf4 Qh6 13 Ng5 +, Caseres—Jimenez, Spain 2006. 


(e) 13 Qa4 Bxf3 14 Bxf3 Kb8 15 Bf4 Bd6 16 Bxd6 Qxd6 17 Rad1 h4 18 c4 and 
White’s attack is the more dangerous, de Firmian—Conquest, London 1986. 


(f) 6... Bf5 7 g3 + is probably best as Black equalizes after 7 Bd3 Bg6 8 Qe2 Qc7 
9 Bd2 Nd7 10 0-0-0 0-0-0, Kelly-Howard, 4NCL 2001, 


(2) 7...e6 8 h3 (8 0-0 Qc7 9h3 h5!?) 8... Bh5 9 0-0 Qc7 10 c4 Nd7 11 Be3 0-0-0 
12 Qa4 Kb8 13 b4 +, Wolski-Stummer, Bad Worishofen 1990. 


(h) Also 8 h3 Bhd (8... Bxf3 9 Bxf3 +) 9 0-0 Nd7 10 d5 Rd8 11 c4 Nb6 
12 Be3 Bxf3 13 Bxb6! axb6 14 Bxf3 +, Smyslov-Pachman, Amsterdam 1964, 


(i) 13 d5 Qed 14 Qf3 +, McDonald—Schmedders, Hastings 2000. 
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(j) 6 Bc4 Bf5 7 Ne2 h5 8 Be3 e6 9 Nf4 h4 10 Qe2 Nd7 11 0-0-0 Be7 12 Bb3 Qc7 
13 g4 Bh7 14 h3 0-0-0 =, Fries Nielsen—Jelling, Denmark 1988. 


(k) 6... Bf5 7 Ng3 Bg6 8h4 h6é! 9 h5 Bh7 10 c3 e6 11 Be3 Nd7 12 Qd2 Qad 13 Be2 
0-0-0 14 Bxh6 Bxh6 15 Qxh6 e5 and both sides have chances in this obscure 
position, Meking—Larsen, San Antonio 1972. 


(1) 13 Rd1 Qad 14 Bc4 e6 15 Rhe1 Kf8 16 Kb1 Na6 17 Qf3 with attacking chances 
for the pawn, Vogt—Ermenkov, Stockholm 1969. 


(m) 6... Bf5 7 Ne2 Bd6 8 Ng3 Bg6 9 Bc4 0-0 10 0-0 Re8?! (10. .. Bxg3 11 hxg3 +) 
11 f4! b5 12 Bb3 Be4 13 Qh5! Qd7 14 Nxe4 Rxe4 15 Bc2 g6 16 Qh4 Re8 17 f5 
and already White is winning, Nunn—Arkell, London 1987. 


(n) A good alternative is 8 Ne2 Re8 9 0-0 Qc7 10 Ng3 Nd7 (10... g6 11 Ne4!) 
11 NfS Bxh2t 12 Khi Bd6 13 Nxg7! Kxg7 14 Qg4t Kh8 15 Bh6 Rg8 16 Qh4 
Rg6 17 Rae1 Qd8 18 Bxg6 fxg6 19 Re6 +, Loeffler—-Dichev, Cannes 2000. Of 
course, this line is quite complicated. 


(o) (A) 9...h6 is passive—10 Be3 Nd7 11 h3 Nb6 12 c4.c5 13 0-0 +, Hort—Anto- 
nio, Novi Sad Ol. 1990. (B) 9...Kh8!? 10 0-0 Qc7 11 Ng3 g6 12 Ne4 Be7 
13 g3 Be6 14 Bf4 Qd8 15 Rfe1 +, McDonald—Okrajek, Bad Wérishofen 1993. 


(p) 10...£5 11 h5 Qfé 12 hxg6 fxg6 13 Qb3t Kh8 14 Bg5! Qg7 (14... Qxg5? 
15 Qf7 wins) 15 0-0-0 with good attacking chances, Sznapik—Plachetka, 
Bratislava 1983. 


13 Bh6 Nd7 14 g4!? Bd5d 15 0-0-0 Bxh1 16 Rxh1 Bf8 17 Bd2, Kudrin—King, En- 
gland 1988; now instead of the game continuation 17 .. . fxg4? 18 Qb3t Kg7 
19 Rxh7t! Kxh7 20 Qf7t Kh8 21 Nf4 Resigns, Black should play 17... Nb6 
18 gxf5 Qd5 19 Ng3 QxazZ with almost equal chances. 


(r) (A) 6... Qe7t 7 Qe2 Be6 8 Bb3 Na6 9 c3 Nc7 10 Bf4 Bxb3 11 axb3 Nd5 12 Bg3 
a6 with a minimal edge for White, Keres-Smyslov, Amsterdam 1971. 
(B) 6... Qb6 7 c3 Be6 is interesting, 


(s) 7 Qe2t Qe7 8 Qxe7t Kxe7 9 Ne2 Be6 10 Bd3 Nd7 =, I. Gurevich—Dlugy, New 
York (blitz) 1993. Black's doubled f-pawns are a negligible liability here. 


(t) 8... Be6 9 Bxe6 fxe6 10 Bf4 Re8 11 c3 Bxf4 12 Nxf4 Qd7 13 Qp4 +, Post— 
Tartakower, Mannheim 1914. Black’s pawn on {6 causes a small weakness. 


(u) 13 Rad1 Nd5 14 Bc1 b5 15 Kh1 Re7 16 Ne4 Rae8 =, Milos—U. Rodriguez, 
Oviedo 1993. 


(v) 6 g3!? c5 7 Nf3 Bd6 8 Be3 Qc7 9 dxc5 Bxc5 10 Bxc5 Qxc5 11 Qe2t 
(Tal—Lechtynsky, Tallinn 1979) 11... Kf8! 12 Bg2 g6 13 0-0 Kg7 with only a 
minute plus for White. , 


(w) (A) 6... Bg4 7 Be2 Bd6 8 h3 Bhd 9 Nh4 Bg6 10 Be3 f5 11 g3 +, Kupreichik— 
Hort, Germany 1995. (B) 6... Na6 7 Be2 Bd6 8 0-0 Nc7 9 c4 0-0 10 Rel Re8 
11 h3 Bf5 12 Be3 with a tiny edge, Unzicker—-Backwinkel, Germany 1983. 


(x) 13 c5 Be7 14 d5 cxd5 15 Qxd5 Be6 16 Qh5 Red8 17 b4 a5 18 a3 f5 =, Larsen— 
C. Hansen, Naestved 1988. 


— 
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CARO-KANN DEFENSE 


Panov-Botvinnik Attack 
1 e4 ch 2 d4.d5 3 exd5 cxd5 4 c4 Nf6 5 Nc3 Nc6 
31 32 33 34 35 36 
G2 (Bebi dives dei coer sestaceepeceteuenaeetgenay NEB. actssieentitsiede de ties cxd5 
BeG.......055 Qa5 5 oscicee. e6(j) Bg4...s.eeee e6 Nxd5 
7 a3(a) Bd2(e) c5(k) cxd5 c5(p) Bc4(s) 
Qd7 dxc4(f) Be7 Nxd5 Ne4(q) Nb6 
8 bab) Bxc4 Bb5 Qb3(m) Qc2(r) Bb5 
dxc4 e6(g) 0-0 Bxf3 f5 a6?!(t) 
9 = Bxf6 Nf3(h) Nf3 gxf3 Bb5 Bxc6t 
gxf6 Qb6 Ne4 e6(n) Bd7 bxc6 
10 d5 0-0 Bxe7 Qxb7 0-0 Nf3 
0-0-0 Be7 Qxe7 Nxd4 Be7 e6 
11 Bxc4(c) Be3 Qc2 Bb5t Bxc6 0-0 
Ne5 0-0 Ngs Nxb5 bxc6 c5 
12. Bb5 Qe2 Nxg5 Qc6t Bf4 + Be3 = 


Qc7(d) Qa5(i) Qxg5(1) Ke7(o) 


(a) There are serious alternatives: (A) 7 Bxf6 gxf6 8 ch Rg8 9 g3 Bg4 10 Be2 Qd7 
11 Bxg4 Rxg4 =, Psakhis—Zontakh, Potoroz 1995; (B) 7 c5 Ne4 8 Bh4 Nxc3 
9 bxc3 Qa5d 10 Qd2 Bf5 11 a4 e5 12 Bb5 Bd7 13 Nf3 e4 14 Bxc6 bxc6 15 Ne5 
Qa6 =, Gelfand—Dreev, Munich 1994; (C) 7 g3 Qa5 8 Bg2 Ne4 9 Bxe4 dxe4 
10 d5 0-0-0 11 Bd2 Nb4 12 Nxe4 Bf5 13 Qb1 Qb6 14 Ne2 e6 =, Tal-Hodgson, 
Sochi 1986. , 


(b) 8 Bxf6 gxf6 9 c5 0-0-0 10 Bb5 Bg4 11 f3 Bf5 12 Nge2 e5 =, Izoria—Mastrovasilis, 
Greece vs. Georgia 2003. 


(c) Not 11 dxe6? Qxe6t 12 Qe2 Ne5 +. Lanka evaluates 11 dxc6 Qxc6 12 Qa4 Qb6 
13 Rd1 Bh6 14 Nf3 Rhg8 as compensation for the piece. 


(d) 13 Nge2, Lanka—Adianto, Adelaide 1990; now instead of 13... Rg8? as 
played, simply 13 ...Kb8 avoiding trouble on the c-file leaves Black with 
good play. 

(e) (A) 7 Bxf6 exf6 8 cxd5 Bb4! 9 Qd2 Bxc3 10 bxc3 Qxd5 11 Nf3 0-0 =, van der 
Sterren—Nikolac, Eerbeek 1978. (B) 7 Qd2 Be6 8 c5 Ne4! 9 Nxe4 dxe4 10 Qxa5 
Nxa5d =, Ernst—Engqvist, Gausdal 1992. 


(f) 7... Qd8 8 Nf3 e6 9 c5 Be7 10 Bb5 0-0 11 0-0 +, Kindermann—Goldenberg, 
Trouville 1982, White has control of the e5 square and a good queenside pawn 
majority. 


(g) 8... Nxd4? 9 Nb5 Qb6 10 Nxd4 Qxd4 11 Qa4t Bd7 12 Bxf7t wins the queen, 
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(h) 9 d5 exd5 10 Nxd5 Qd8 11 Qe2t Be6 12 Nf4 Nd4 13 Nxe6 fxe6 14 Qd3 Qhb6 =, 
Bronstein—Bagirov, Tallinn 1981. 


(i) 13 Rfd1 Rd8 14 Raci +, Bana—Buchnicek, Czech Republic 2004. White has ac- 
tively placed pieces. 


(j) Riskier are (A) 6...Qb6 7 cxd5 Nxd4 8 Be3 e5 9 dxe6 Bc5 10 exf7t Ke7 
11 Bc4 Rd8 12 Nf3 +, and (B) 6... dxc4 7 Bxc4! Qxd4 8 Qxd4 Nxd4 9 0-0-0 e5 
10 £4 Bg4 11 Nf3 Nxf3 12 gxf3 Bxf3 13 dxe5 Bxh1 14 exf6 +, Grischuk—Bareev, 
Moscow 2004. 


(k) Black wins after 7 cxd5 exd5 8 Bxf6?7! Qxf6 9 Nxd5 Qd8 10 Bc4 Be6 11 Qe2? bd! 
(1) 13 Bxc6 bxc6 =, Keres—Alekhine, AVRO 1938. 


(m) White does best to play actively, otherwise Black has an easy time. If 8 Bc4 e6 
9 0-0 Be7 10 h3 Bxf3 11 Qxf3 Nxd4 12 Qe4 Nxc3 13 bxc3 Rc8 14 cxd4 Rxc4 
15 Qxb7 Qd7 =, Tartakower—-Nimzovich, Liege 1930. 


(n) 9... Nb6 10 Be3 e6 11 0-0-0 Be7 12 d5 exd5 13 Nxd5 Nxd5 14 Rxd5 Qc7 
15 Kbi 0-0 16 f4 Rad8 17 Bg2 Rxd5 18 Bxd5 =, S. Lalic—Martyn, 4NCL 2006. 


(0) 13 Qxb5 Qd7 14 Nxd5t Qxd5 15 Bg5t f6 16 Qxd5 exd5 17 Be3 Keb 18 0-0-0 
Bb4 19 Rd3 Rhd8 20 a3 Rac8t 21 Kb1 Bc5, with just a minimal edge for White 
in the ending, Karpov—Kramnik, Linares 1993. 


(p) 7 a3 and 7 cxd5 Nxd5 transpose into the Queen’s Gambit, Semi-Tarrasch 
Defense. 


(q) Normal development leaves White better: 7... Be7 8 Bb5 0-0 9 0-0 Bd7 10 a3 
a6 11 Bd3—White controls e5 and has a queenside pawn majority. 


(r) 8 Bd3 Nxc3 9 bxc3 Be7 10 0-0 b6 11 cxb6 axb6 12 Rel Ba6 13 Bc2 0-0 =, 
Blek—Vladimirov, Frunze 1988, The column is Vasiukov—Padevsky, Varna 
1971. 


(s) 7 Nf3 transposes into column 34. 7 Bb5 Nxc3 8 bxc3 Qd5 9 Be2 Qxg2 10 Bf3 
Qg6 11 Ne2 e5! 12 d5 Nd8 leaves White too little for the pawn, Shamkovich— 
Adianto, New York 1994. 


(t) Black should do better with 8 .. . e6 9Nf3 Be7 10 0-0 0-0 11 Re1 Nb4. The col- 
umn is Alekhine—Coleman, Buenos Aires 1926. 
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Panov-Botvinnik Attack 
1 e4 c6 2 d4 d5 3 exd5 cxd5 4 c4 Nf6 5 Nc3 
37 38 39 40 41 42 
OB. ee cence ceee cece nsec eseeeneaeeaeens g6 
6 Nf3 ©) +] (0) ere cexd5 
Be? ec 08s ikinvdr es aaewess Bb4(i) Bg7 Bg7(u) 
7 OB scdiscciees cxd5(e) cxd5(j) exd5 Bc4(v) 
0-0(a) exd5(f) Nxd5 0-0 0-0 
8 Bd3 Bb5t Qc2(k) BeZ ....eseeee Nge2 Nge2 
b6 Bd7(g) Nc6 Nbd7 Nbd7(r) Nbd7 
9 »b4 Bxd7t Bd3()) Bf3 g3 Nf4. 
a5 Nbxd7 Ba5 Nb6 Nb6 Nb6 
10 Na4 Qb3! Be4(m) -Nge2 Bg2 Bb3 
Nfd7! Nb6é h6 Bg4(p) Bf Bf5 
11 b5(b) 0-0 0-0 Bxg4 Nf4. 0-0 
bxc5 0-0 0-0 Nxg4 hé Qd7 
12 = dxe5 Bg5 Rd1 a4 a4 a4 
e5(c) h6 Qd6 Nf6é a5(s) a5 
136 Bh4 | Qb3 Nf4 0-0 h3 
e4(d) Rc8(h) Rd&(n) a5(q) g5(t) h5(w) 


(a) Starting immediately with a queenside counter leads to grave troubles— 
7... b6?7! 8 b4 a5 9 Na4 Nfd7 10 Bb5 0-0 11 Bf4 threatening 12 c6, Euwe— 
Kramer 1941, 


(b) 11 h4 is very tricky as White threatens 12 Nxb6 Nxb6 13 Bxh7t! Kxh7 14 Ng5t 
Bxg5 15 hxg5t Kg8 16 Qh5 winning. Black defended well in Karlsson— 
Mahlin, corr. 1970—11...f5 12 Ng5 Qe8! 13 Kf1 axb4 14 Nxe6 Nxc5d 
15 Naxcd bxc5 16 Nxf8 c4 F. 


(c) 12... Nxc5? 13 Nxc5 Bxe5 14 Bxh7t Kxh7 15 Ng5t Kg6 16 Qe2t +. 


(d) 14 cxd7 Nxd7 15 0-0 exf3 16 Qxf3 Ne5 17 Qg3 Nxd3 18 Qxd3 d4=, Sokolsky— 
Smagin, corr. 1964. 


(e) 7 Bg5 0-0 8 Be2 dxc4 9 0-0 a6 10 Bxc4 b5 11 Bd3 Bb7 12 Qe2 Nc6 13 Radi 
Nbé4 =, Zsu. Polgar—Inkiov, Stara Zagora 1990. 


(f) 7... Nxd5 transposes into the Queen’s Gambit, Semi-Tarrasch Defense, after 
8 Bc4 Nc6 or 8 Bd3 Nc6. 


(g) 8... Nc6 9 Ne5 Bd7 10 0-0 0-0 11 Rel Rc8 12 Bg5 Be8 13 Rel a6 14 Ba4 +, 
Hillarp Persson—Eriksson, Torshavn 2000. 
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(h) 14 Rfe1 Rc6 15 Re2 g5 16 Bg3 Nh5 17 Rae1 +, Adams—Granda Zuniga, Elenite 
1993. 


(i) 6... Nc6 transposes into column 35. 


(j) (A) 7 Bd3 dxc4 8 Bxc4 transposes into the Nimzo-Indian Defense. (B) 7 Bd2 
0-0 8 Rc1 b6 9 cxd5 Bxc3 10 bxc3 Qxd5 11 c4 Qd6 12 Be2 Bb7 =, Hort—Ribli, 
Manila Int. 1976. 


(k) 8 Bd2 Nc6 9 Bd3 0-0 10 0-0 Be7 11 a3 Bf6 12 Qc2 h6 13 Be3 Nxc3 14 bxc3 
e5 =, Moiseenko—Volokitin, Russian Chp. 2005. 


(1) 9 Be2 0-0 10 0-0 Re8 11 Rd1 Bf8 12 Bd3 g6 13 Be4 Nxc3 14 bxc3 Bd7 15 Bf4 
Rc8 =, Wolff—Lutz, Groningen 1993. 


(m) 10 a3 Nxc3 11 bxc3 Nxd4 12 Nxd4 Qxd4 13 Bb5t Bd7 14 0-0 Qd5 15 c4 Qf5 
16 Bxd7t+ Kxd7 is a risky but playable pawn grab, Baumegger—Genser, Hart- 
berg 2004. 10... h6 is safer. 


(n) 14 Bb1 Bxc3 15 bxc3 b6 16 Nd2 f5 =, Golfstein—Spraggett, Canadian Open 
1997, 


(o) 6 Bg5 Bg7 7 Bxf6 Bxf6 8 cxd5 (8 Nxd5 Bg7 9 Nf3 Nc6 then...e6 and 
...Nxd4) 8...Qb6 9 Bb5t Bd7 10 Bxd7t Nxd7 11 Nge2 0-0 12 0-0 Rfd8 
13 Qd3 Rac8 14 a4 Bg7 15 a5 Qa6! 16 Qe3 Re8 =, Smyslov—Bronstein, USSR 
1967. 


(p) 10... Bf5 110-ONe8 12 Rd1a5 13 Ng3 +, Christiansen—N. Rogers, U.S. Chess 
League 2005. 


(q) 14 0-0 Qd6 15 Rd1 Rfd8 16 Nb5 Qd7 17 d6 exd6 18 Nc3 Ra6 19 Be3 Rc8 =, 
Sax—Gipslis, Valby 1994. 


(r) 8... Na6 9 g3 Qb6 10 Qxb6 axbé6 11 Bg2 Nb4 12 0-0 Rd8 13 dé! exd6 14 Bgs 
Re8 15 a3 Nc6 16 Rfel Bg4 17 Bxf6! Bxf6 18 Nd5 Bd8 19 Nec3 +, Tal—Botvin- 
nik, Moscow 1966. 


(s) 12... Qd7 13 a5 Nc8 14 Na4! Nd6 15 0-0 g5 16 Nd3 Bh3 17 Ne5 +, Suba— 
Dvoiris, Sochi 1983. 


(t) 14 Nfe2 Qd6 15 Nb5 Qb4 16 Qxb4 axb4 17 d6 is Makarichev’s suggestion, pro- 
ducing unclear complications after 17... Bd3 or 17... exd6. 


(u) 6... Nxd5 7 Qb3 Nxc3 (7...Nb6 8 d5 Bg7 9 Be3 0-0 10 Rd1 +) 8 Bc4! e6 
9 bxc3 Nc6 10 Nf3 Bg7 11 Ba3 Bf8 12 0-0 +, Tal—Pohla, USSR 1972. 


(v) 7 Bb5+ Nbd7 8 d6 exd6 9 Qe2t Qe7 10 Bf4 Qxe2t 11 Bxe2 Ke7 12 Bf3 Nb6 
13 a4 Bg4 =, Barhudarian—Rozentalis, Rilton Cup 2007. 


(w) 14 Qe2 Ne8 =, Trabeth—Horvath, Balatonbereny 1994. Black threatens 15... 
Bxd4, and 15 Re1 Nd6 16 Qxe77? loses to 16... Rfe8 17 Qxd7 Rxe1t. 
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Advance Variation 


1e4c62d4d53e5 


43 44 45 46 47 48 

BED icicaaniad coca redgeateeceeevecan s sauatan wei eese uted eayeassinewsceeens c5 

4 NES cecccssosouesaneoesentses NGS sseczssoen doses tess esate h4(r) dxc5 
e6 QBs lsiieveeds Qb6 h&(s) Nc6(v) 

5 Be2(a) g4 g4(p) c4 Bb5(w) 
NO7....000006 c5(g) Bg6 Bd7 e6 e6 

6 0-0 0-0(h) Nge2 Na4 Nc3 Be3(x) 
Nd7(b) Nc6 c5() Qc7 dxc4(t) Nge7 

7 Nh4(c) c3 h4(m) Nc5 Bxc4 c3 
Bg6(d) Bg4(i) h6(n) e6 Nd7 Nf5 

8 Nd2 Nbd2 Be3 Nxd7 Bg5 Bd4 
c5 cxd4 Qbé! Nxd7 Be7 Bd7 

9 «3 cxd4 f4! f4 Qd2 Bxc6 
Nc6(e) Nge7 Nc6 c5 Qa5s Bxc6 

10 Nxg6 a3(j) £5 C3. Nge2 NB 
hxg6 Nfs Bh7 Ne7 0-0-0 Nxd4 

11 Nf3 b4 Qd2 Nf3 Qe3 Qxd4 
cxd4 Be7 0-0-0 hs Bxg5 a5 

12 cxd4 h3 0-0-0 gxh5(q) hxg5 b4 
Be7(f) Bxf3(k) c4(o) Nf5 = Nb6(u) axb4(y) 


(a) 5 a3 h6 6 Be2 Ne7 7 0-0 Nd7 8 Nbd2 Bh7 9 b4 a5 10 Nb3 axb4 11 axb4 Rxa1 
12 Nxai1 Nc8 =, Hamdouchi-Karpov, Bordeaux 2005. 


(b) (A) 6... Bg6 7 Nbd2 Nfs 8 g4 Ne7 9 Nh4 &, Bologan—Dizdarevic, Bosnia 
2005. (B) 6... c5 7 c4 Nbc6 8 Na3 dxc4 9 Nxc4 Nd5 10 Bg5 Qd7 11 Rc1 hé 
12 Be3 +, Bologan—Erenburg, Istanbul 2003. 


(c) 7 c3 c5 8 dxc5 Nxc5 9 Nd4 a6 10 Bg5 Bg6 11 Na3 h6 12 Bh4 Qb6-=, Baklan— 
lIordachescu, Romania 2006. 


(d) 7... Qb6 8c3.c5 9 Nxf5 Nxf5 10 Bd3 g6 11 Re1 Nb8 12 Bxf5 pxf5 13 c4 dxc4 
14 d5 +, Nunn—Adams, Brussels 1992. 


(e) 9... Qb6 10 Nxg6 hxg6 11 Nf3 Nf5 12 c4! dxc4 13 d5 0-0-0 14 Bxc4 +, 
Z, Almasi—Bareev, Ubeda 1997. 


(f) 13 Be3 Rc8 14 g3 Qb6 15 Rb1 +, Baklan—Burmakin, Neckar Open 2004. 


(g) 5...Nd7 6 0-0 h6 (usual is 6... Ne7 transposing into the previous column) 
7 b3 Ne7 8 c4 Ng6 9 Na3 Be7 10 cxd5 cxd5 11 Nc2 +, Z. Almasi—Kallai, 
Hungary 1997. 
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(h) 6 Be3 cxd4 7 Nxd4 Ne7 8.c4 Nbc6é 9 Qa4 a6 10 Nc3 dxc4 11 0-0-0 Bd3 12 Bxd3 
cxd3 13 Rxd3 Qa5 =, Inarkiev—Ivanchuk, European Chp. 2006. 


(i) 7... cxd4 8 Nxd4 (8 cxd4 also offers chances for an edge) 8... Nge7 9 Nxf5 
Nxf5 10 Bd3 Be7 11 Rei d4 12 a3 dxc3 13 Nxc3 +, Ivanchuk—Anand, Linares 
1999, 


(j) 10 h3 Bxf3 11 Nxf3 Nfb 12 Rb1 Qb6é 13 Be3 Be7 14 b4 0-0 15 Bd3 Nxe3 
16 fxe3 Rac8 17 Kh1 Qd8 18 Qe1, Anand—Karpov, Reggio Emilia 1991; now 
Seirawan’s suggestion 18 . . . g6 allows Black to level the chances. 


(k) 13 Nxf3 0-0 14 Bb2 a6 (Short—Karpov, match 1992) 15 Bd3 and White’s king- 
side chances give him just a small edge. 


(I) (A) 6...Ne7 7 Nf4 c5 8 dxc5 Nec6 9 h4 Qc7 10 h5 Qxe5t 11 Nfe2 Be4 =, 
Grischuk—Dreev, Aeroflot Open 2002. (B) 6... 16 7 h4 fxe5 8 h5 Bf7 9 dxe5 
Nd7 10 £4 Qb6 11 Nd4 + Bed?! 12 Na4 Qa5t 13 c3 Bxd4 14 Qxd4 c5 
15 Qd1 +, Sax—Lauber, Hungary 1997, 


(m) 7 Be3 Nc6 8 dxc5 Nxe5 9 Nd4 Nd7 10 b4 Be7 11 h4 h6 12 Bg2 Ne5 13 Bia 
Nc6 =, C. van Osterom—Peralta, Andorra 2004. 


(n) 7... cxd4 8 Nxd4 h5 9 f4 hxg4 10 Bb5t Nd7 11 f5 Rxh4 12 Rf1 Rh5 13 Qxp4 
Rxf5 14 Nxf5 Bxf =, Zivkovic—Lecic, Belgrade 2005. 


(o) 13 Nf4 Qa6 14 fxe6 Nb4! 15 exf7 Ne7 16 a3 Nxc2, Prasad—Ravi, India 1991. In 
this wild and messy position chances are roughly equal. Black threatens 
17...Na1, 18 ...Nb3 mate, so 17 Qf2 b5 (17... Nai 18 Re1) 18 Bg2 b4!? is 
one reasonable variation. 


(p) 5 Bd3 Bxd3 6 Qxd3 e6 7 Nge2 Qa6 8 Qh3 Nd7 9 0-0 Ne7 10 a4 Rc8 11 Be3 Qhb6 
12 a5 Qd8 13 a6 bd =, Nataf-Bagheri, French League 2006. 


(q) 12 f5?! hxg4 13 fxe6 gxf3 14 exd7t Qxd7 15 Qxf3 cxd4 16 cxd4 Ncé6 F, 
Velimirovié—Kasparov, Moscow 1982. 


(r) 4 Bd3 Bxd3 5 Qxd3 e6 6 Nc3 Ne7 7 Nge2 Nd7 8 0-0 a6 9 Ndi c5 10 c3 Rc8 
11 Ne3 h5 12 Bd2 g6 =, Hellers—Ivanchuk, Biel 1989. 


(s) 4... h6 5 g4 Bd7 6 h5 c5 7 c3 e6 8 £4 Qb6 9 Nf3 leaves White in control of the 
kingside, Tal—Pachman, Bled 1961. 


(t) Equally good is 6...Nd7 7 cxd5 cxd5 8 Qb3 Qb6 9 Bb5 Ne7 10 Na4 Qc7 
11 Bd2 Nc6 12 Rc1 a6 13 Bxc6 bxc6 14 Nf3, draw agreed, Hjartarson—Khalif- 
man, Tilburg 1994. 


(u) 13 Bb3 Ne7 14 0-0 h4 15 Nf4 Rd7 =, Férster—Polak, Bern 1994, 


(v) 4...e65 Be3 Nd7 6 Bb5 Qc7 7 Nf3 Bxc5 8 Bxc5 Qxc5 9 Nc3 Ne7 10,0-0 0-0 
11 Re1 +, Lutz—Campora, Biel 1996. 


(w) 5 Nf3 Bg4 6 Bb5 Qa5t 7 Nc3 e6 8 Be3 Nge7 9 Bd2 Qc7 10 Be2 a6 = 
Spassky—Kotov, Moscow 1955. 


(x) 6b4a5 7 c3 Bd7 8 Bxc6 Bxc6 9 Nf3 axb4 10 cxb4 b6=, San Segundo—Khenkin, 
Zaragoza 1995. 


(y) 13 cxb4 b6 14 cxb6 Ra4 15 a3 Qa8 16 0-0 Bxb4 17 axb4 Rxal 18 Qc +, 
’  Areschenko—Khenkin, Bundesliga 2006. 
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Two Knights’ Variation 
1 e4 c6 2 Nc3 d5 3 Nf3 
49 50 51 52 53 54 
BQ A ieavases eas teicceerdcnivt sees waar eedecieanisets sabacue Nf6 .......... dxe4 
4 h3 e5 Nxe4 
Bxt Siete casciaestiissctarsateeteeer eee Bh5 Ne4 Nd7(r) 
5 Qxf3 exd5(m) Ne2 Bc4(s) 
NGG csaiitaae itches aewia e6 exd5 Bg4(p) Ngf6 
6 43 d4!(i) Bbst Nfg1 Neg5 
e6 dxe4(j) Nc6 Bxe2 e6 
7 Bd2.......... g3(e) Nxe4 g4 Bxe2 Qe2 
Nbd7(a) = Bb4(f) Ni6 Bg6 e6 Nd5(t) 
8 g4 Bd2 Bd3 Ne5 d3 d4 
Bb4(b) d4 Qxd4(ik) = RB Ned hé 
9 g5(c) Nb1 c3 d4 Nf3 Ne4 
Ng8 Qb6 Qds e6 Ned7 Be7 
10 h4 b3(g) 0-0 Qe2(n) 0-0 0-0 
d4 a5 Nbd7 Bb4 co 0-0 
11 Nb1 a3 Bf4 h4 c3 a4 


Qbé6(d) Bxd2t(h) Nxe4(I) Nge7(o) Nc6(q) a5(u) 


(a) Also good is 7... Bb4 8 a3 Bad 9 g4 d4 10 Nb1 c5 11 g5 Nfd7 12 Qg3 Nc6 =, 
Vallejo Pons—Bologan, Pamplona 2002. 


(b) (A)8... 26 9 Qg2! Bd6é 10 f4 d4 11 Ne2 e5 12 fxe5 Bxe5d 13 g5 Nh5 14 0-0-0 +, 
van der Wiel—van Mil, Dutch Chp. 1991. (B) 8...h6 9 h4! Ne5 10 Qg3 Nexg4 
11 e5 Bcd 12 Nd1 Qc7 13 f4 +, Timman—Miles, Amsterdam 1985, 


(c) 9 a3 Ba5 10 g5 (10 0-0-0 0-0 =) 10... Ng8 11 h4 d4 12 Nbi h6 = 


(d) 12 b3 Qa5?! 13 a3 Bxd2t 14 Nxd2 Qc3 15 Ra2! +, Suetin-Shamkovich, USSR 
1972, Instead 12 ... Ne7 13 a3 Bxd2t 14 Nxd2 Qc5 gives equal chances. 


(e) 7 a3 Bc5 8 Be2 0-0 9 0-0 Nbd7 10 Qg3 Bd4 11 Bh6 Ne8 12 Bg5 Ndfé6 =, 
Fischer—Larsen, Zurich 1959. 


(f} Also 7... Nbd7 8 Bg2 Bc5 9 0-0 0-0 10 Qe2 Bd4 11 Kh2 Bxc3 12 bxc3 dxe4 
13 dxe4 Qa5 is equal, Smyslov—Flohr, USSR Chp. 1950. 


(g) 10 Bg2 0-0 11 0-0 Nbd7 12 Bc1 a5 =, Paragua—Bologan, Tripoli 2004. Some 
players will be happy with White's setup. 


(h) 12 Nbxd2 Nbd7 13 Bg2 Qc5 14 Qdi h5 =, Fischer—Benko, Bled Candidates 
1959, 
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() White can play more slowly with 6 d3, which transposes into the previous 
columns after 6... Nf6, or take an independent course after 6... Qf6 7 Qe2 
Bb4 8 Bd2 Nd7 9 a3 Bad =, Unzicker—Pomar, Varna Ol. 1962. 


(j) 6...Nf6 7 Bd3 Qb6 (7...dxe4 8 Nxe4 Qxd4 is the column) 8 0-0 Qxd4 
9 exd5 Nxd5 10 Rd1 Qf6 11 Qg3 with good play for the pawn, Balashov— 
Smagin, Russian Chp. 1995. 


(k) 8... Nxe4 9 Qxe4 Nd7 10 c3 Nf6 11 Qe2 Bd6 12 0-0 +, Short—Karpov, 
Monaco 1993. 


(1) 12 Bxe4 Qbh6 13 Qg3 Nfé 14 Bf3 with an initiative worth the pawn, 
Nevednichy-lordachescu, Ciocaltea Mem, 2001. 


(m) 5 d4 e6 (5... dxe4 6 Nxe4 Bxf3 7 Qxf3 Qxd4 8 Be3 Qxb2 9 Bc4!) 6 Bd3 Nf6 
7 e&5 Nfd7 8 g4 Bg6 9 Bxg6 hxg6 10 Ne2 c5 11 c3 Nc6 12 Kf1 Be7 =, Short— 
Khalifman, Merida 2001. 


(n) It doesn’t pay to rush matters: after 10 h4 {6 11 Nxg6 hxg6 12 Qd3 (12 Bd3 f5!) 
12...Kf7 13 a3 (Ljubojevié—-Salov, Linares 1991), the simple 13... a6 
14 Bxc6 Rxcé6 gives Black an edge. 


(0) 12 h5 Be4 13 f3 0-0! 14 Nxc6 Nxc6 15 Be3 Qf6! 16 fxe4 Nxd4 17 Bxd4 Qxd4 
.18 Rd1 Bxc3t 19 bxc3 Qxc3t 20 Kf1 dxe4 21 Qxe4 Qxc2 22 Qxc2 Rxc2 23 Rd7 
. Rxa2 24 Rxb7 Rb2 =, Lutz—Khenkin, Bundesliga 2000. 


(p) 5... Qb6 6 d4 c5 7 dxc5 Qxc5 (7...Nxc5 8 Nf4 e6 9 Be2 Be7 10 0-0 +) 
8 Ned4 Ncé 9 Bb5 a6 10 Bxc6t bxc6 11 0-0 Qh6 12 e6! fxe6 13 Bf4 g6 14 Bed Nf6 
15 Ng5 +, Fischer—-F, Olafsson, Bled Candidates 1959. 


(q) Estrin—Kopylov, Moscow 1951. Black has a solid position, yet White earns a 
smal] edge with 12 d4. 


(r) (A) 4... Bg4 5 h3 Bxf3 6 Qxf3 6 7 c3! Nfé 8 d4 +. (B) 4... Nf6 5 Nxf6t gxfé 
6 g3 Bg47 Bg2 Qd7 8 h3 Bf5 9 Nh4?! Be6 10 d3 Na6 11 Be3 h5 12 Qd2 Bd5 =, 
van der:Wiel-Miles, Brussels 1986, Somewhat better is 9 d3 with thoughts of 
0-0-0. 


(s) 5 d4 transposes into the main line 4... Nd7 variations, 
(t) 7... Nb6 8 Ned! Nxc4 9 Qxc4 Qd5 10 Qxd5 exd5 11 Ngxf7 +. 


(u) Tseshkovsky—Dzindzichashvili, USSR 1972. White has a slight edge if he 
plays for the attack while deterring Black’s pawn breaks—a plan such as c3, 
Re1, and Bd3. 
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3... g6, Exchange, and Fantasy Variations 


1e4 c6 2d4d5 
55 56 57 58 59 60 
3 NG3..... e000 Nd2 ......... exd5 (Exchange f3 (Fantasy Variation) 
g6(a) g6(f) cxd5 Variation) dxe4.......5. e6(r) 
4 e5(b) Nef3 Bd3 fxe4 Nc3 
Bg7(c) Bg7 Nc6 e5 Bb4 
5 f4 h3 c3 Nf3 Bf4 
h5 dxe4(g) Nf6 ........55 Qc7 Be6(o) Nf6 
6 Be3 Nxe4 Bf4(i) Ne2 Bg5(p) Qd3 
Nh6 Nd7 Bg4(j) Bg4(m) Be7 b6 
7  Nf3 Bd3 Qb3 f3 Bxe7 Nge2 
Bg4 Ngf6 Qd7(k) Bd7 Qxe7 Ba6 
8 h3(d) 0-0 Nd2 Na3 Nc3. Qe3 
Bxf3 Nxe4 e6 a6 Bg4 0-0 
9 Qxf3 Bxe4 Ngf3 Nc2 Bc4 0-0-0 
Nf5 0-0 Bxf3 e6 Nd7 Be7 
10 Bf2 Bg5! Nxf3 Bf4 d5 ga 


h4(e) h6(h) Bdé(I) Bd6(n) Ngfé(q) c5(s) 


(a) 3... b5?! 4 a3! simply leaves Black with a queenside weakness. 


(b) 4 h3 dxe4 5 Nxe4 Bg7 6 Nf3 transposes into the next column. Black has also 
played 4...Nh6!? 5 Bf4 f6 6 exd5 cxd5 7 Nb5 Na6 8 c4! 0-0 9 cxd5 Qxd5 
10 Nc3 =. 


(c) 4...h55 Bd3 Nh6 6 Nce2 c5 7c3 =. 
(d) 8 Be2 Nf5 9 Bf2 e6 10 0-0 Nd7 11 Qd2 Bfé =, Horvath—Mohr, Bundesliga 2006. 
(e) 11 Bd3 e6 12 0-0 Nd7 13 b3 Bf8 14 Ne2 +, Hector—Hoi, Copenhagen 2002. 


(f) Of course 3... dxe4 4 Nxe4 is back in the main line. This column and the pre- 
vious one show the difference between 3 Nc3 and 3 Nd2 if Black doesn’t cap- 
ture on e4, 


(g) Black can keep the position closed with the odd-looking 5... Nh6 6 Bd3 0-0 
7 0-0 6! 8 Re1 Nf7, yet after 9 c4 Na6 10 exd5 cxd5 11 Qb3 Nc7 12 cxd5 b6 
13 Ne4 but White has the more harmonious position, Svidler—Georgadze, 
Gausdal 1992. 


(h) 11 Be3 c5 (Chandler—Christiansen, Thessaloniki Ol. 1984) 12 Qd2! cxd4 
13 Bxh6 +. ; 


(i) 6 Nf3 appears more natural, but 6 . . . Bg4 7 0-0 e6 allows Black quick equality. 
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(j) 6...g6 7 Nf3 Bg7 8 Nbd2 Bfs! 9 Bxf5 gxf5 10 Ned Qb6 =, Spielmann— 
Simisch, Berlin 1920. 


(k) 7... Qc8 is also reasonable, but 7... Na5?! 8 Qa4t Bd7 9 Qc2 e6 10 Nf3 Qb6 
11 a4! (avoiding the exchange of light-squared bishops) is an edge for White, 
Fischer—Petrosian, USSR vs. Rest of the World 1970. 


(1) 11 Bxd6 Qxd6 12 0-0 0-0 13 Rae1 Qc7 14 Qd1 Rab8 15 Re3 g6 =, Meister~ 
Khalifman, German Cup 2003. 


(m) 6... e6 7 Bf4 Bd6 8 Bxd6 Qxd6 9 Nd2 Nf6 10 £4! Ng4 11 Nf3 +, Meyer—Lein, 
J Berlin 1984. 


(n) 11 Bxd6 Qxd6 12 0-0 Nge7 13 Qd2 +, Lein—Goffman, USA 1980. 


(0) Risky is 5... exd4 6 Bc4 when White has quick play against the £7 square, e.g. 
6... Be7 7 0-0 Nf6 8 Ng5 0-0 9 Nxf7!. 


(p) Not 6 Nxe5? Qh4t. 6 c3 Nf6 7 Nxe5 Nxe4 8 Nf3 Be7 9 Bd3 Ng5 10 Nbd2 Nd7 
11 0-0 0-0 12 Qc2 h6 13 Khi Nxf3 14 Nxf3 Bd6 15 Bd2 Qa5 =, Adams— 
Seirawan, Bermuda 1999. 


(q) 11 h3 Bxf3 12 Qxf3 Nb6 13 Bb3 0-0 =, Murey—Seirawan, New York 1985. 
(r) 3... g6 4 c3 Bg7 5 Na3 Nd7 ~, Vinogradov—Kopylov, USSR 1946. 
(s) 11 exd5 Nxd5 12 Nxd5 =, McShane-Dreev, Esbjerg 2003. 
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CARO-KANN DEFENSE 
Lines without 2 d4 (Except Two Knights’) 


1 e4 c6 
61 61 63 64 65 66 
2 CF eee wee deiualeiswudiE@ ceed bbievegenleessieaaidlels 8 i 2 silent eetieens Nc3 
d5(a) d5 d5 
3. exd5 Nd2 Qi3 
cxd5 GD he cepesee: g6(m) dxe4(p) 
4  cxd5(b) Ngf3 Ngf3 Nxe4 
NIG eee cannes Qxd5 Bd6é Bg7 Nd7 
5 Bb5t ........ Nc3(f) Nc3 g3() Be2(n) d4 
Nbd7(c) Nxd5 Qd6 Nf6é e5 Ndfé! 
6 Nc3 Nf3 d4 Bg2 0-0 c3 
a6(d) Nxc3(g) ‘Nf6 0-0 Ne7 Nxe4 
7 (Qa4 bxc3 Nge2(j) 0-0 b4 Qxe4 
Rbs g6 e6 Re8 a5 Nf6é 
8  Bxd7t d4(h) g3 Rel Bb2 Qc2 
Qxd7 Bg7 Be7 a5 Qc7 Bg4 
9 Qxd7t Bd3 Bg2 h3 a3 Ne2 
Bxd7 Nc6 0-0 Na6 0-0 e6 
10 Nge2 0-0 0-0 Nf h3 Ng3 


Rda(e) 0-0(i) Rd8(k) dxe4 = Nd7(o) Qd5 = 


(a) 2... e5 3 d4 Bb4t 4 Bd2 Bxd2t 5 Qxd2 d6 6 Nc3 Qfé!? 7 Nge2 Ne7 8 0-0-0 
0-0 9 f4 Bg4 10 f5 Nc8 (Sax—Miles, Lugano 1989) 11 d5 =. 


(b) 4 d4 transposes into the Panov-Botvinnik Attack. 


(c) 5... Bd7 6 Bc4 b5 7 Bb3 Na6 8 Nf3 Nb4 9 Ne5S Nbxd5 10 Nc3 e6 11 0-0 +, 
Stohl—-Blatny, Vienna 1993. 


(d) 6...g6 7 Nf3 Bg7 8 000-0 9 d6 exd6 10 d4 with a minimal edge, Alekhine- 
Feigin, Kemeri 1937. 


(e) 114 Bfs 12 Nf4 g5 13 Nfe2 Rg8 14h4 gxh4 15 Nf4 Bh6é 16 Rxh4 Bg5 17 Rh2 
Bxf4 =, Rogers—Abein, Dutch League 2007. 


(f) 5 Qa4t Nbd7 6 Nc3 g6 7 Nf3 Bg7 8 Qb3 0-0 9 Bc4 a6 10 a4 Qad 11 Ra3 Nb6 
12 0-0 Nxc4 13 Qxc4 Bf5 =, Albergei-Brunner, Meurthe et Moselle, 2007, 


(g) 6... Nc6 7 d4 transposes into the Panov-Botvinnik Attack. 


(h) Original but dubious.is 8 h4 Bg7 9 h5 Nc6 10 Rb1 Qc7 11 Ba3 Bf5 12 Rb5 a6 
13 Rc5 Qd7 14 Qb3 0-0 F, A. Sokolov—Karpov, match 1987. 
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(i) 11 Rel Bg4 12 h3 Bxf3 13 Qxf3 Qa5 14 Bb2 Rac8 15 a4 Rfd8 =, Ehlvest— 
Lobron, Groningen 1993. 


(j) 7 Bc4 e6 8 Nf3 Nc6 9 0-0 Be7 10 Nb5 Qd8 11 Bf4 0-0 =, pMakericeey Seu wen: 
Hastings 1979/80. 


(k) 11 Qe2 Qa6 12 Be3 Nc6 13 a3 Bf8 14 Rfd1 Ne7 15 Bg5 Nfd5 16 Nxd5 exd5 
draw agreed, Nunn—Miles, Biel 1986. 


(1) 5 d4 exd4 6 exd5 cxd5 7 Nxd4 Nc6 8 N2f3 Nf6 9 Be2 0-0 10 0-0 Re8 11 Re1 
Qb6 12 c3 Bg4 =, Adams—Morovié, New York 1995. The column is Norberg— 
Lobron, Rilton Cup 2002. 


(m) 3...Nd7 4 Ngf3 Qc7 5 exd5! cxd5 6 d4 g6 7 Bd3 Bg7 8 0-0 e6 9 Rel Ne7 
10 Nf1 +, Fischer—Marovié, Zagreb 1970. 


(n) White can continue in the style of the King’s Indian Attack with 5 g3 e5 6 Bg2 
Ne7 7 0-0, but retaining the bishop on the f1—a6 diagonal is more active. 


(o) 11 Re1 b6 12 Bf1 d4! 13 c3 c5 =, Morrison—Arduman, Istanbul 2003. 


(p) Black may choose the more complicated 3 ...d4 4 Be4 Nf6 5 e5 dxc3 6 exf6 
exf6 7 bxc3 Bd6 8 d4 0-0 =, Harvath—Borsi, Hungarian Chp. 1991. The column 
is Lutikov—Petrosian, USSR Chp. 1960. , 


FRENCH DEFENSE 


1 e4 e6 
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HE FRENCH DeFENsE was named for the Parisian players who adopted 
the move 1...e6 in an 1834 correspondence game against Lon- 
don, though it dates to the fifteenth century. Black is ready to ac- 
cept a game slightly cramped in space where maneuvering and-pawn 
breaks are the important themes. The style is quite different from the wide 
open attacking positons one sees in the Sicilian and other defenses. With 
the French Defense one must first defend, then counterattack. This takes 
patience and many players do not have the temperament to play the 
French. Its great exponents have been Botvinnik, Korchnoi, and more re- 
cently Bareev and Mikhail Gurevich. 
With 1...e6 and 2...d5 Black makes his/her claim in the center. 
The conflict between the White pawn on e4 and the Black pawn on d5 be- 
gins the central struggle. The pawn structure for the middlegame is usu- 
ally determined in fewer than ten moves. White will look to the kingside 
if the e-pawn advances to e5, as the pawn structure points to this. Black 
usually finds counterchances on the queenside. One frequent positional 
theme is the liberation of Black’s light-squared bishop, locked inside the 
pawn chain by Black’s first move. The problem bishop may cause diffi- 
culties even in the endgame. 


After 2 d4 d5 the most direct solution to Black’s attack on e4 is the 
ADVANCE VARIATION, 3 e5 (columns 1-6). See above diagram. Clearly visi- 
ble here are the White pawn chain on the dark squares, which urges for 
kingside play, and the Black pawn chain on the light squares, which sup- 
ports queenside play after the usual 3... c5. Used by Benjamin and Sha- 
balov, the Advance Variation most likely leads to a positional struggle. 


be p= RY 
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After 2d4d5 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 Bg5 (see diagram) 4 .. . Be7 5 e5 Nfd7 6 Bxe7 
Qxe7 is the CLASSICAL VARIATION, which was orthodox play in the early 
twentieth century. The White plan combining f4, Qd2, and 0-0-0 (col- 
umn 7) leaves White with a solid center and some initiative, though Black 
gets his/her play on the queenside. Column 8, where White castles queen- 
side, is also testing. The Alekhine-Chatard Attack, 6 h4 (columns 11—12), 
is a pawn sacrifice Black does best to accept, when the extra pawn com- 
pensates for White’s initiative. White has found new ideas in recent years 
to enhance this attack. 

The MACCUTCHEON VARIATION, 4... Bb4 (columns 13-15), is a sharp 
alternative to the prosaic 4... Be7. Play is more original than in the Or- 
thodox Variation as neither king may find a safe haven. The MacCutcheon 
has gained popularity in the last decade, V. Akobian being one of the ded- 
icated practitioners. 
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The BuRN’s VARIATION, 4... dxe4 (columns 16-18), is a respectable 
alternative to allowing the advance 5 e5. White obtains a slight advantage 
in space, which is acceptable to some players when they have Black. It is 
similar to the Rubinstein Variation (3 ... dxe4) and there are some trans- 
positions between these variations. 

Black immediately gives up the center with 3 ... dxe4 in the RusIN- 
STEIN VARIATION (columns 19-24). Recent fashion has produced a renais- 
sance for the Rubinstein, as French Defense players have decided that 
seeking exchanges and looking to simply neutralize White’s initiative is 
acceptable practice. White obtains a slightly more active game, but 
Black’s solid position is difficult to break down. Note that the Rubinstein 
Variation also arises from the move order 1 e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 Nd2 dxe4 
4 Nxe4, 
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The STEINITZ VARIATION 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 e5 (columns 25-30), see above 
diagram, is White’s alternative to the Classical Variation, with similar 
chances for the advantage. The difference (in the usual line with 5 f4) is 
that White’s dark-squared bishop develops inside the pawn chain to e3 in- 
stead of outside the pawn chain at g5. Black should avoid the old line of 
column 25 in which he sacrifices a piece for three pawns. The pawn grab 
of column 27 is sharp, but risky for Black against a good attacking player. 
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If Black seeks direct counterplay and postional imbalances, his 
choice should be the the WINAWER VARIATION, 3 Nc3 Bb4 (columns 31-60), 
see diagram on page 199. The battles of space vs. structure, bishops vs. 
knights, and initiative vs. material ensure a lively complex struggle. After. 
4 e5 c5 5 a3 Bxc3t 6 bxc3 Ne7 (see diagram below) White has the choice 
of immediate tactical play or positional play. 


White can play 7 Qg4—the aggressive, complicated Poisoned Pawn 
Variation (columns 31-36). Black obtains some positional compensation 
for the pawn.in the lines following 7... Qc7 8 Qxg7, but theory and prac- 
tice is beginning to favor White’s extra pawn over the Black initiative. 
Also popular is 7... 0-0 (columns 35-36) which may be satisfactory. 

In the main line Winawer (columns 37-42) White plays positionally 
with 7 Nf3 (columns 37-40) or 7 a4 (columns 41-42), intending to use the 
advantage of his bishop pair and kingside pawn wedge. Play can be very 
difficult. White has chances for the advantage though it often takes patient 
play. 

Columns 43-45 cover the older6...Qc7, which is similar but a bit 
less flexible than 6... Ne7. The tactical 5... Ba5 (columns 46-48) was a 
favorite of Armenian players in the 1980s and 90s. In the twenty-first cen- 
tury White is gaining the advantage in this variation. 

Alternatives to 5 a3 are seen in columns 49 and 50. These produce 
no gars problems for Black. Columns 51-54 cover the alternatives to 
4...c5, plans involving ...b6 and the exchange of light-squared bish- 
ce This is positionally well motivated, but it Bowe Black’s queenside 
counterplay. 

White has a choice of second-rate continuations if he wishes to avoid 
the positional complexities of 4 e5 (see columns 55-60). Some of these 
fourth-move alternatives are entertaining, but none of them are dangerous 
to a well-prepared player. 
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The TARRASCH VARIATION, 2 d4 d5 3 Nd2 (columns 61-90), see dia- 
gram above, allows White to avoid the pin . .. Bb4 and maintains the mo- 
bility of the c-pawn for the drawback of temporarily blocking the queen’s 
bishop. Favored by Adams and Benjamin, it is safer and positionally 
clearer than 3 Nc3, but also less aggressive. Black’s usual responses are 

.. Nf6, 3...0c5, and less frequently 3... Nc6. 

The main line after 3... Nf6 is 4 e5 Nfd7 5 Bd3 c5 6 c3 is given in 
columns 61—66. White seeks to simply develop his pieces and maintain 
his central pawn wedge. Black can obtain reasonable chances by a timely 
... £6, attacking the head of the pawn chain instead of the base. 

Alternative lines are covered in columns 67-72. With 5 f4 
(columns 67-69) White seeks to fortify his/her pawn wedge, but Black 
has counterplay from the insecure White king. Black’s third-move alter- 
natives in columns 70—72 have not been proven reliable, but could be 
underrated. 

The point to 3...c5 (columns 73-84) is that White’s 3 Nd2 puts 
no prssure on d5, so Black has more freedom in the center. 4 exd5 exd5 
(columns 73-78) is a classical continuation that usually leaves Black 
with an isolated d-pawn, but mobilized and active pieces. White ob- 
tains a slightly more comfortable position, but for many players this is 
insignificant—Korchnoi has played the Black side for decades. Black 
can avoid the isolated d-pawn with 4...Qxd5 (columns 79-82), an 
equally favored continuation in which Black has no structural weak- 
nesses, but White may gain an attack. The active 4 Nf3 (columns 83-84) 
leaves tension in the center, which seems to benefit Black as much as 
White. 

Guimard’s 3... Nc6 (columns 85—90) is surprisingly good consider- 
ing that the move blocks the important Black c-pawn. The idea is to play 
directly for the d4 and e5 squares, White can have trouble reacting to this, 
but good sharp play (such as column 86) gives Black problems. 

The EXCHANGE VARIATION, 2 d4 d5 3 exd5 exd5 (columns 91-93), is a 
simple continuation that gains no advantage. The view that it is a drawing 
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line is only partially correct, as many decisive games occur when one of 
the players is in a fighting mood. 

Unusual lines include Chigorin’s 2 Qe2 (column 94), 2 d3 (column 
95), which is like the King’s Indian Attack, and 3 Nf3 d5 4 Nc3 (column 
96). These present no special problems, but allow White to avoid typical 
French positions. 
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FRENCH DEFENSE 


Advance Variation 


_1e4e6 2 d4.d5 3 e5 c5(a) 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
4 CO iaareed tiie ioe te unsnnsesadaiueats ecdemegy dane perecs edie ten ve Savona’ Nf£3(x) 
Nc6(b) cxd4 
5 Nf3 Bd3 
QD ii ceeeentiais spteddeededadaaestvands Bd 7vissenses Nge7(t) Nc6 
6 Be2.......00. a3(g) Be2(o) Na3(u) 0-0 
cxd4(c) CA eteiis cas' Bd7(l) Nge7(p) cxd4 Nge7(y) 
7 cxd4 Nbd2 b4 0-0(q) cxd4 Bf4 
Nhé(d) Na5d(h) cxd4 cxd4(r) Nf5 Ng6 
8 Ne3(e) Be2(i)} cxd4 cxd4 Nc2° Bg3 
Nfs Bd7 Rc8 Nf5 Qb6(v) Be7 
9 Na4 0-0 Bb2 Nc3 Bd3 Nbd2 
Bb4t 0-0-0(j) Nad Rc8 Bb4t 5 
10 Bd2 Rb1 Nbd2 a3 Kf1 exf6 
Qa5 Nb3 Nec4 a6 Be7 gxf6 
11 Bc3 Nxb3 Nxc4(m) Be3 h4 Nh4 
b5 Ba4 dxc4 Be7 Bd7 f5! 
12 a3 Ba3 Rel Bd3 g4 Nxg6 


Bxc3t(f) | Bxb3(k) a5(n) Nxd3(s) Nh6(w) hxg6(z) 


(a) Attacking the base of the pawn chain. Alternatives are weak,.e.g. 3... b6 43 
Qd7 5 a4 a5 6 £4 Ne7 7 Nd2 h5 8 Ndf3 Ba6 9 Bxa6 Nxa6 10 Be3 Nf5 11 Bf2 Be7 
12 Ne2 +, Kupreichik—Korchnoi, Sochi 1970. 


(b) An interesting try is 4...Qb6 5 Nf3 Bd7 6 Be2 cxd4 (6... Bb5 7 c4! +) 
7 cxd4 Bbd trading off the bad bishop. Movsesian—Berkes, Budapest 2003 con- 
tinued 8 0-0 Bxe2 9 Qxe2 Ne7 10 Nc3 Nec6 11 Be3 Nd7 12 Ne1 Be7 13 Nd3 
with a small edge to White. 


(c) 6... Nh6 with: (A) 7 Bd3 cxd4 8 cxd4 Nfs 9 Bxf5 exf5 10 Nc3 Be6 11 Ne2 h6 
12 h4 0-0-0 =, Benjamin-Shaked, Kona 1998. (B) 7 Bxh6 gxh6 (7... Qxb2? 
8 Be3 Qxa1 9 Qc2 cxd4 10 Nxd4 puts Black’s queen in danger) 8 Qd2 Bg7 
9 0-0 0-0 10 Na3 cxd4 11 cxd4 f6 12 exf6 Rxf6 13 Nc2 Bd7 14 b4 +, McShane— 
Gdanski, Istanbul 2003. 


(d) 7... Nge7 8 Na3 Nfs 9 Nc2 Bb4t 10 Kf1 Be7 11 h4 +, Benjamin—Bareev, Mu- 
nich 1994, 


(e) (A) 8 Bxh6?! Qxb2 9 Nbd2 gxh6 10 0-0 Nxd4 11 Qa4t Nc6 leaves White with 
. insufficient compensation for the pawns, F. Jackson—Abela, Calvia Ol. 2004. 
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(B) 8 b3 Nf5 9 Bb2 Bb4t 10 Kf1 Be7 11 Nc3 Qd8 12 g3 {6 13 Kg2 fxe5 14 dxe5 
0-0 =, Sveshnikov—Portisch, Biel 1993. 


(f) 13 Nxc3 b4 14 axb4 Qxb4 15 Bb5 Bd7 16 Bxc6 Bxc6 17 Qd2 Bb5 18 Nxb5 
Qxb5 =, Nunn-Schmittdiel, Dortmund 1991. 


(g) White has a dubious gambit with 6 Bd3 cxd4 7 cxd4 Bd7 8 0-0 Nxd4 d Nxd4 
Qxd4 10 Nc3. Either 10...Qxe5 11 Rel Qb8! 12 Nxd5 Bd6, or 10... a6 
11 Qe2 Ne7 12 Kh1 Nc6 13 f4 Nb4 leaves Black with slightly better chances. 


(h) 7...£68 Be2 fxe5 9 Nxe5 Nxe5 10 dxe5 Bc5 11 0-0 Ne7 12 b4 cxb3 13 Nxb3 
0-0 =, Conquest—Pelletier, French League 2002. 


(i) 8 g3 Bd7 9 Bh3 Ne7 10 0-0 h6 11 Ne1 0-0-0 12 Ng2 Kb8 13 Rb1 Ka8 14 Khi1. 
Nec6 15 f4 g6 =, Lobron—Hjartarson, Manila Int. 1990. 


(j) White obtains better prospects after 9... Ne7 10 Re1 h6 11 Rb1 Nc8 12 Nf1 
Qb3 13 Qxb3 Nxb3 14 Bf4 Ba4 15 Ng3 +, Sveshnikov—Lutz, Berlin 1989. 


(k) 13 Qc1 a5 14 Nd2 a4 15 f4 Ne7 =, Mamedyarov—El Gindy, Dubai 2003. Un- 
usual maneuvering by both sides is called for in this closed position. 


(l) An interesting try is 6...Nh6 7 b4 cxd4 8 cxd4 Nf5 9 Bb2 Be7 10 Bd3 a5 
11 Qa4 0-0 12 b5 Nh4 13 Nxh4 Bxh4 =, Klik—-Korchnoi, Rilton Cup 2003. 


(m) 11 Bxc4 dxc4 12 Re1 c3! 13 Bxc3 Ne7 14 0-0 Nd5 15 Ne4 Be7 16 Bd2 0-0 with 
compensation for the pawn, Sax—Nogueiras, Lucerne 1989. 


(n) 13 Nd2 axb4 14 Nxc4 Qd8 15 a4 Bc6 16 a5 Be7 17 Nb6 s, Fressinet—Socko, 
Bundesliga 2002. 


(0) 6 a3 f6 7 Bd3 Qc7 8 0-0 0-0-0 9 Bf4 c4 10 Bc2 h6 =, Adams—Epishin, Ter Apel 
1992. 6 a3 is more promising with Black’s queen on b6. 


(p) (A) 6... £6 7 0-0 fxe5 8 Nxe5 Nxe5 9 dxe5 Qc7 10 c4 d4 11 Bf4 0-0-0 12 Nd2 
Bc6 13 Bd3 g5! =, Della Morte—Prates, Argentina 2005. (B) 6... Nh6 7 Bxhé 
gxh6 8 0-0 Qb6 9 ‘Qa2 Bg7 10 Na3 0-0 11 Nc2 +, Topalov—Bareev, Novgorod 
1997. 


(q) 7 Na3 cxd4 8 cxd4 NfS 9 Nc2 Nb4 10 0-0 Nxe2 11 Qxc2 Qb6 12 Qd3 Rc8 
13 Rd1 h6 =, Campora—Dreev, Biel 1995. 


(tr) (A) 7... Ng6 8 Be3 cxd4 9 cxd4 Be7 10 Nc3 0-0 11 Rel +, Benjamin—Shar- 
avdorj, U.S. Open 2005. (B) 7... Nf5 8 Bd3 cxd4 9 Bxf5 exf5 10 Nxd4 =. 
(C) 7... RcB 8 dxcd Ng6 9 b4 Be7 10 Be3 Nexe5d 11 Nxe5 Nxe5 12 Nd2 0-0 
13 f4 Ng6 14 Nb3 Qe8 15 Bd4 +, Peng—Yusupov, Elista Ol. 1998. 


(s) 13 fxe3 0-0 14 Rc1 £5 15 exf6 Bxf6 =, Webb—McDonald, Hastings 2003. 


(t) 5... Nh6?! 6 Bd3 cxd4 7 cxd4 Nfs 8 Bxf5 exf5 9 Nc3 Be6 10 Ne2 hé 11 h4 
Qa5t 12 Kf1 Be7 13 Kgi +, Adams—Lputian, Pula 1997. The pawn structure 
allows White more active prospects. 


(u) 6 a3 Bd7 7 b4 cxd4 8 cxd4 Nf5 9 Bb2 a5 10 b5 Na7 11 a4 Bb4t 12 Nbd2 =, Bak- 
lan—Glek, Bad Zwesten 1999, 


(v) 8... Qa5t 9 Bd2 Qb6 10 Bc3 Be7 11 Bd3 a5 12 a3 Bd7 13 0-0 0-0 14 g4 Nh4 
15 Nxh4 Bxh4 16 f4 f6 17 g5! fxg5 18 Qh5 +, Hodgson-B. Lalié, Isle of Man 
1995. 
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(w) 13 Rg1 Ng8 14 Rb1 a5 15 Qe2 Nb4 16 Nxb4 axb4 17 a3 with a spatial advan- 
tage, Rohde—Spraggett, New York 1986. 


(x) (A) 4 dxc5 Nc6 5 Nf3 Bxc5 6 Bd3 f6 7 Qe2 fxe5 8 Nxe5 Nf6 =. (B) 4 Qg4 
cxd4 5 Nf3 Nc6é 6 Bd3 Nge7 7 0-0 Ng6 8 Rel Be7 9 a3 0-0 10 Nbd2 f5! F, 
Gershkovich—Petrosian, Tbilisi 1945, 


(y) Also playable is 6... f6 7 Qe2 fxe5 8 Nxe5 Nxe5 9 Qxe5 Nf6 10 Bf4 Qbé6 
11 Nd2 Be7 12 Nb3 0-0 =, van Wigerden—van der Sterren, Leeuwarden 1977. 


(z) 13 Nf3 Bf6 14 Bb5 Bd7 15 Bxc6 bxc6 =, Hartman—Bekefi, Toronto 1994. 
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FRENCH DEFENSE 
Classical Variation 
1 e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 Nc3 Nfé 4 Bg5 Be7 5 e5(a) Nfd7(b) 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
6 BXO7 fesse ccestanecreterteus selensades eet ceaes a ecegeinece h4 (Alekhine-Chatard Att.) 
Qxe7 Bxg5 ........ c5(t) 
7 14 coda eechucaieseronman hea helen oeinet Bd3(m) hxg5 Bxe7(u) 
0-0(c) 0-0 Qxg5 Kxe7(v) 
8 Nf3 Nce2(n) Qd3(p) £4 
c5 c5 26(q) Qh6é 
9 Od? s cissiestseigsieutasinae dxc5(i) c3 Nf3 Na4(w) 
Nc6 Nc6(j) {6 Qe7 Qcé 
10 0-0-0 Bd3 £4 0-0-0 Nxc5 
Nb6(d) {6 fxe5 Nc6(r) Nxc5 
11 Q68 sietvis dxc5 exf6 fxe5 Qe3 dxc5 
cxd4 Qxc5 Qxié6 cxd4 Nb6é Qxc5 
12 Nxd4 Bd3(f) g3 Nxd4 g4 Qd2 
Nxd4(e) Bd7 Nxc5 Nxe5 Bd7 Nc6 
13 Rxd4 Kb1(g) 0-0 Bxh7t Rh6 0-0-0 
Bd7 Rac8 Bd7 Kxh7 0-0-0 Bd7 
14 h4+ Bxh7t Qd2(k) Qh5t go Kb1 + 


Kxh7(h) Nxd3(1) Kg8(o) Na5(s) 


(a) 5 Bxf6 Bxf6 6 Nf3 c5 (6... 0-07! 7 Bd3 c5 8 e5 Be7 9 h4!) 7 exd5 exd5 8 Bb5t 
Nc6 9 0-0 0-0 10 dxc5 Qa5 =. 


(b) 5... Ne4 6 Bxe7 Qxe7 7 Nxe4 dxe4 8 c3 c5 9 Qg4 cxd4 10 Qxg7 Rf8 11 Ne2 
Nc6 12 Rd1 +, Zhelnin—Glek, Kharkov 1986. 


(c) 7...a6 8 Nf3 c5 9 dxc5 (9 Qd2 Nc6 10 0-0-0 c4!? is double-edged) 9... Nc6 
10 Bd3 Qxc5 (10... Nxc5 11 0-0 f5 12 exf6 Qxf6 13 Qe2 0-0 14 Ned +, Liber- 
zon—Benzion, Israel 1974) 11 Qd2 b5 (11... Nb6 12 a3 Nc4 13 Bxc4 Qxc4 
14 0-0-0 +) 12 0-0-0 b4 13 Na4 Qa5 14 b3 Nc5 15 Nxc5 Qxc5 16 g4.a517 f5 a4 
18 Kbi +, Sutovsky—Thorhallsson, Reykjavik 2004, 


Other choices make White’s task easier: (A) 10 .. . f6 11 exf6 Qxf6 12 g3 cxd4 
13 Nxd4 Nc5 14 Bg2 Bd7 15 Rhel +, Stahlberg—Keres, Kemeri 1937; 
(B) 10... a6 11 dxc5! Nxc5 (11... Qxc5 12 Bd3 b5?! 13 Bxh7+! Kxh7 14 Ng5t 
Kg8 15 Qd3 Re8 16 Qh7t Kf8 17 Qh5 Nd8 18 Nh7t+t Kg8 19 Rd3t, Chan- 
dler—Agnos, London 1989) 12 Qe3 b5 13 Bd3 Nxd3 14 cxd3! f6 15 Rhf1 Bd7 
16 Ne2 fxe5 17 Nxe5 +, Arnason—Dolmatov, Sochi 1988. (C) 10... c4!? 
11 Nb5 Nb6 12 h4 Bd7 13 Nd6 Rab, Bologan—Gleizerov, Calcutta 1999; now 
14 h5 (instead of 14 f57! £6! =) would leave White slightly better chances. 


(d 


— 
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(e) 12... Bd7 13 Kb1 Qc5 14 h4 Rac8 15 Rh3 Nad 16 Nb3! Qxe3 17 Rxe3 Nac4 
18 Rf3 with a superior endgame for White, Larsen—Bareev, Hastings 1990. 
This is an example of a common theme from the Classical Variation—White 
gains play on the dark squares. 


(f) (A) 12 h4 Bd7 13 h5 Rfc8 (13 ... h6!) 14 h6 g6 (Bjornsson—Halldarsson, Reyk- 
javik 2002), now 15 Nh2! and 16 Ng4 gains the advantage. (B) 12 Kb1 Bd7 
13 Nb5 Na4 (13... Nxe5? 14 Nxe5 Bxb5 15 b4 wins) 14 Nd6f?! f6é! =, 
Hjartarson—Brynell, Stockholm 1996. 


(g) White can also sacrifice immediately—13 Bxh7+ Kxh7 14 Ng5t Kg8 15 Qd3 
Rfe8 16 Qh7+ Kis 17 Rhe1 Qb4 18 Qh8t Ke7 19 Qh4 Kd8! with a complex, 
probably balanced position, van der Wiel—Korchnoi, Amsterdam 1991. 


(h) 15 Ng5t Kg8 16 Qd3 Rfe8 17 Qh7+ Kf8 18 Qh5 Ke7! 19 Nxf7 Na5! 20 Nd6, 
Sax—Timman, Rotterdam 1989. Here the players agreed to a draw. Chances are 
balanced, but a wild and difficult game should ensue. With 13 ... Na5 (in- 
stead of 13 ... Rac8), Glek—Morozevich, Russian Chp. 1998, continued the 
same until move 18 when 18 Nce4 dxe4 19 Nxe4 Qc6é 20 Rd6 Qb5 21 Qh8t 
Ke7 22 Qh4t Kf8 was agreed drawn. 


(i) Tricky is 9 Bd3, hoping for 9... cxd4? 10 Bxh7+t! Kxh7 11 Ng5t. The game 
Szilagyi—Harding, corr. 1989, continued 11 ...Qxg5 12 fxg5 dxc3 13 Qh5t 
Kg8 14 0-0 Nxe5 15 Rae1 Ng6 16 Re3 e5 17 g4 Rd8 18 Rh3 Rd6 19 Qh7t Kfs 
20 Rh6! Rf6 21 Rxf6 Resigns. After 9 Bd3 Black should play 9... f6 10 exf6 
Qxf6! 11 Ng5?! Qxf4 12 Bxh7t Kh8 13 Qh5 Nf6 14 Nf7t+ Rxf7 15 Qxf7 Kxh7 
16 Rf1 Qxd4 17 Rf3 Qgit with excellent winning chances, 


(j) (A) 9... Qxc5 10 Qd2 Nc6 11 0-0-0 Nb6 transposes into the previous column. 
(B) 9... Nxc5 10 Bd3 will usually transpose back into the column, but White 
could also play 10 Qd2 Nc6 11 0-0-0 a6 12 Qe3 b5 13 Bd3 with a small edge. 


(k) 14 Qe2 Nd4 15 Nxd4 Qxd4t 16 Qf2 Qb4 17 a3 Qhé6 =. 


(1) 15 cxd3 e5 16 Rael exf4 17 Nxd5 Qd6 18 Nxf4 Bg4 19 Qe3 Rad8 20 h3 hé 
21 h4 +, Ganguly—Ulibin, Abu Dhabi 2005. 


(m) (A) 7 Qd2 0-0 8 f4 c5 9 Nf3 transposes into column 7. (B) 7 Qg4?! 0-0 8 Nf3 c5 
9 Bd3 cxd4 (also 9 .. . £5) 10 Bxh7t Kxh7 11 Qh5t Kg8 12 Ng5 Qxg5 13 Qxg5 
dxc3 with advantage to Black (Alekhine). 


(n) This attempts to maintain the central pawn wedge. More circumspect is 8 Nf3 
’ 5 9 dxc5 Nc6 10 Qe2 f6 11 exf6 Qxf6 12 0-0 Nxc5 =, Savon—Rozentalis, 
Odessa 1989, 


(0) 15 Qxe5 Nc6 16 Nxc6 bxc6 ¥ (Keres). 


(p) (A) The older line is 8 Nh3 Qe7 9 Nf4 g6 10 Qg4 Nc6 11 0-0-0 h5 12 Qf3 Nb6 
13 g4 h4 =. (B) 8 Nb5!? Qd8 9 Qp4 g6 10 c4 a6 11 Nc3 is active play for the 
pawn, Nataf—Thorhallsson, Reykjavik 2004. 


(q) 8... Nc6 9 Nf3 Qg6 10 Qxg6 fxg6 11 Nb5 Ke7 12 Nxc7 +, Kasparov— 
Korchnoi, Zurich 2001, 


(r) 10... a6 11 Qe3 c5 12 dxc5 Qxc5 13 Qf4 Nc6 14 Bd3 Qb4 15 Be4! dxe4 
16 Nxe4 with a strong attack, Grischuk—Brynell, Bundesliga 2002. 


(s) 15 Qf4 Nac4 16 Bxc4 dxc4 17 Nh2 +, Aabling-Grassle, Politiken Cup 2006. 
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(t) Other moves allow White the advantage: (A) 6... a6 7 Qg4 Bxg5 8 hxg5 c5 
9 dxc5 Nxe5 10 Qg3 Nbc6 11 0-0-0 +, Thiel-Jenssen, Hungary 1994; (B)6... 6 
7 Qh5t Kfs (7 .. ..g6 8 exf6! +) 8 exf6 Nxf6 9Qe2 c5 10 dxc5 Na6 11 Nf3 Nxc5 
12 0-0-0 +, Spassky—Guimard, Gothenburg 1955; (C) 6... h6 7 Be3 c5 8 Qg4 
Kfs 9 Nf3 Nc6 10 0-0-0 +, Dubinin—Rabinovich, USSR Chp. 1934. 


(u) 7 Nb5 £6 8 Bd3 a6! 9 Qh5t Kfs 10 Rh3 axb5 11 Bh6 Qa5t 12 Bd2 Qc7 13 Rg3 
exd4 14 Nf3 Nxe5 15 Rxg7! h6 16 Bh7 Kxg7 17 Qxh6t Draw (17... Kf7 
18 Qh5t), Rossetto—Stahlberg, Vifia del Mar 1947. 


(v) 7... Qxe7 8 Nb5 0-0 9 Nc7 cxd4 10 Nxa8 f6 11 Qxd4 fxe5 12 Qc3 Nc6 13 Nf3 
Nfé 14 0-0-0 Ng4 15 Bb5 +, Fressinet—Larino Neto, Spanish League 2004. 


(w) White also has a dangerous double pawn sacrifice with 9 Nf3 Qxb2 10 Nb5 a6 
11 Rb1 Qxa2 12 Nd6 Qa5t 13 Kf2, Matulovié—Zaradié, Zagreb 1955. The col- 
umn is analysis from the Russian Chess Openings Encyclopedia. 
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FRENCH DEFENSE 


MacCutcheon and Burn’s Variations 
1 e4 eG 2 d4 d5 3 Nc3 Nf6(a) 4 Bg5 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
4 Bb4...(MacCutcheon Variation) dxe4 (Burn’s Variation) 
5 e5(b) Nxe4 
h6 BO7 siisscctscaeiipivevecvsas Nbd7 
6 Bd2(c) Bxf6 Nf3(w) 
Bxc3 Bxf6......... gxf6 Be7 
7 DXG3)eaicice taviataertaadin Bxc3 Nf3 Nf3 Nxf6t 
Ne4 Ne4 0-0(0) bé(t) Bxf6(x) 
8 Qg4(d) Bb4(m) Qd2(p) Bc4(u) h4a 
BG. is. cciaence Kfs c5 b6(q) Bb7 h6(y) 
9 Bd3(e) Bd3(i) Bxc5(n) Nxf6t Qe2 Bxf6 
Nxd2 Nxd2 Nxc5 Qxf6 c6 Qxf6 
10 Kxd2 Kxd2 dxc5 Bd3 0-0-0 Bc4 
c5 c5 Nd7 Bb7 Qc7 0-0 
11 Nf3(f) N£3(j) Qd4 Ng5 Rhe1 Qe2 
Nc6(g) Nec6(k) Qc7 hé(r) Nd7 c5 
12 Qf dxc5 Nf3 Nh7 Kb1 0-0-0 
Qa5d Qa5 Nxc5 Qxd4 0-0-0 cxd4 
13 dxc5 Qf4 Bd3 Nxf8 Ba6 Rxd4 
Qxc5(h) Qxc5(1) Bd7 = Kxf8(s) Bxa6(v) e5(z) 


(a) We note here two rare tries by Black on move 3: (A) 3... Nc6 4 Nf3 Nf6 5 Bg5 
Be7 6 e5 Ne4 7 Bxe7 Qxe7 8 Bd3 Qb4 9 Bxe4! dxe4 10 a3 Qxb2 11 Nxe4 + 
(Russian Encyclopedia). (B) 3... Be7 4 Nf3 Nf6 5 Bd3 c5 6 exd5 cxd4 7 Bb5t 
Bd7 8 Bxd7+ Qxd7 9 dxe6! Qxe6t 10 Ne2 +, 


(b) (A) 5 exd5 Qxd5! (5... exd5?! 6 Qf3 c6 7 Bxf6 +) 6 Bxf6 Bxc3t 7 bxc3 gxf6 
8 Qd2 Qa5 9 Bd3 Bd7 10 Ne2 Bc6 11 £3 Nd7 12 0-0 0-0-0 =, Magem Badals—Glek, 
1996. (B) 5 Nge2 dxe4 6 a3 Be7 7 Bxf6 gxf6 8 Nxe4 f5 9 N4c3 b6 =, Kuijf-Ree, 
Amsterdam 1983. 


(c) The best square for the bishop. Alternatives are::(A) 6 Bh4 g5 7 Bg3 Ne4 =. 
(B) 6 Bc1 Ne4 7 Qg4 Kf8 8 a3 Bxc3t 9 bxc3 c5 10 Bd3 Nxc3 11 dxc5 Nc6 
12 Bd2 f5! 13 exf6 Qxf6 14 Qf3 Ne4 =, Malich—Fuchs, East Germany 1963. 
(C) 6 exf6 hxg5 7 fxg7 Rg8 =. (D) 6 Be3!? Ne4 7 Qg4 Kf8 8 a3 Bxc3t 9 bxc3 c5 
10 Bd3 Nxc3 11 dxc5 Nc6 12 Nf3 £5! 13 exf6 Qxf6 =, Klovans—Shereshevsky, 
USSR 1977. 


(d) 8 Bd3 Nxd2 9 Qxd2 c5 10 dxc5 Qc7 11 Qe3 0-0 12 Nf3 Nd7 13 0-0 Nxc5 
14 Nd4 Bd7 =, Fink—Stoppel, Vienna 1966. 
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(e) White obtains active play for a pawn after 9 Bc1 c5 10 Bd3 Nxc3 11 dxc5 Qa5 
12 Bd2 Qa4 13 h3 Ne4 14 Ne2 Nxc5 15 Qf3 Qh4 16 0-0 Nc6 17 g3 Qe7 18 Qe3, 
Tal-Vooremaa, Tallinn 1981. 


(f) Too ambitious here is 11 h4 Qa5 12 h5 g5 13 £4? cxd4 14 Nf3 dxc3t 15 Ke2 
Qa4! pinning the f-pawn, Seirawan—Makarychev, Reykjavik 1990. 


(g) (A) 11... . c4 12 Be2 Nd7 13 h4 Qe7 14 a3 b6 15 Kc1 Bb7 16 Nd2 0-0-0 
17 f4 +, de Firmian—Nakamura, U.S. Chp. 2006. (B) 11... Bd7 12 h4 Qe7 
13 Qf4 Bc6 14 Nh2! Nd7 15 Ng4 +, Milos—Cubas, Sao Paulo 2005. 


(h) 14 Nd4 Nxd4 15 Qxd4 (also 15 cxd4 +) Qxd4 16 cxd4 Bd7 17 a4 Bc6 18 a5 
with a distinctly better endgame for White, Tischbierek—Stock, Munich 1992. 


(i) Speculative is Maroczy’s sharp 9 h4 c5 10 Rh3 Qa5d 11 Bd3 Nxd2 12 Rg3!? g6 
13 Kxd2 cxd4 14 Qxd4 Nc6 15 Qf4 d4 16 Nf£3 Qxc3t 17 Kd2 Qxal 18 Qf6 Rg8 
19 h5. 


(j) 114 c4 12 Be2 Nc6 13 Rh3 Rg8 14 Rf3 Ke7 =, Jenni—Korchnoi, Zurich 2001. 


(k) 11... c4 12 Be2 Nc6 13 Rhbi Rb8 14 a4 b6 =, Lutz—Ivanchuk, Gothenburg 
2005. White should try Short’s plan of 13 Qf4 and g4. 


(1) 14 Nd4 Bd7 15 Rhb1 b6 16 a4.Na5 17 Ba6 +, Kramer—von Heman, Bundesliga 
2006. 


(m) (A) 8 Bd2 Nxd2 9 Qxd2 c5 10 dxc5 Nd7 11 Bb5 0-0 12 Bxd7 Bxd7 = (Psakhis). 
(B) 8 Ba5?! 0-0 9 Bd3 Nc6 10 Bc3 Nxc3 11bxc3 f6 +, Fischer—Petrosian, Cu- 
ragao Candidates 1962. 


(n) A blunder is 9 dxc5? Nxf2 10 Kxf2 Qh4t and 11... Qxb4. The column is 
Spielmann—Nimzovich, Gothenburg 1920. 


(0) 7...Bd7 8 Qd2 Bc6 9 Nxf6t Qxf6 10 Ne5 0-0 11 0-0-0 Nd7 12 Nxc6 bxc6 
13 h4! Rab8 14 Rh3 c5 15 Qg5 +, Spassky—Petrosian, World Chp. 1966. 


(p) 8c3 Nd7 9Qc2 e5 10 0-0-0 exd4 11 Nxd4 Qe7 12 h4 Ncd 13 Nxc5 Qxc5 14 Bd3 
h6 =, Glek—Lputian, Antwerp, 1993. 


(q) 8...Nd7 9 0-0-0 b6 10 Bc4 Bb7 (10 .. . c6 11 Qe3 +) 11 d5! b5 12 Bb3 c5 
13 Nd6 Bxd5 14 Bxd5 exd5 15 Qxd5 Nb6 16 Qf5 g6 17 Qf4 +, Z. Almasi— 
Tukmakov, Pula 2001. 


(rt) Dangerous complications arise from 11... g6 12 0-0-0 Nc6 13 h4! Nxd4 14 h5 
Bxg2 15 Nxh7! Kxh7 16 hxg6t Kg8 17 Rh6 Nf3 18 gxf7t Rxf7.19 Rxf6 Nxd 
20 20 Rg6t Rg7 (20... Kf8 21 Rxg2 Nf3 22 Bg6 Rf6 23 Bh7 +) 21 Rxg7+ Kxg7 
22 Rgi Nf3 23 Rxg2tKh8 24 Rg6 +, Sax—M. Gurevich, Manila Int. 1990. 


(s) 14 c3! Qh4 (14... Qe5t 15 Be2 threatens 16 Qd8 mate) 15 g3 Qf6 16 Rf1 
(16 0-0!? Qf3?? 17 Be4t) 16... Nd717 f4 Nc5 18 0-0-0 leaves Black with in- 
sufficient compensation for the exchange, Kindermann—Bareev, Pardubice 
1994. Black could try the strange continuation 13 ... Qxb2!? 14 Bh7t Kh8 15 
0-0 Na6 16 Nxe6 Kxh7, but 17 Nd8 Be4 18 Nxf7 is still better for White. 


(t) 7... £5 is active but loosens squares. After 8 Nc3 Bf6 9 Qd2 c5 10 d5! 0-0 
(10... exd5 11 Qe3t Be6 12 Qxc5) 11 0-0-0 e5 12 h4 Nd7 13 dé Nb6 14 Qe3 
e4 15 Ng5 Bd7 16 g4! Bd4 17 Rxd4 cxd4 18 Qxd4 f6 19 Bc4t Nxc4 20 Qxc4t 
Kg7 21 Ne6t White was clearly better in Lau—Sakaev, Dortmund 1991. 
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(u) White should consider 8 Qd2 Nd7?! (8 . . . Bb7) 9 Qh6! Bi6 10 Qf4 Bb7 
11 0-0-0 +, Botvinnik—Guimard, Groningen 1946. 


(v) 14 Qxa6t Kb8 15 Qe2 Rhe8 16 c3 Nf8 17 g3 +, Leko—U. Andersson, Ubeda 
1997. This variation gives Black a solid yet cramped position. 


(w) 6 Nxf6t Nxf6 7 Nf3 transposes into the Rubinstein Variation (column 19). The 
reader should note the similarity of the column to the Rubinstein Variation. 


(x) Passive is 7... Nxf6 8 Bd3 c5 9 dxc5 Qa5t 10 c3 Qxc5 11 Qe2 Bd7 12 Ned Bc6 
13 h4! Rd8 14 0-0-0 +, Spassky—Petrosian, World Chp. 1966. 


(y) 8...c5 9 dxc5 Nxc5 10 Qxd8t Bxd8 11 0-0-0 {6 12 Bb5+ Bd7 13 Bxd7+ Nxd7 
14 Be3 +, Nataf-Rustemov, Bundesliga 2005. 


(z) 14 Rd2 a6 15 Rel Re8 16 Qe4 Nc5d 17 Qe3 and Black is under pressure, 
Shabalov-Schwartzman, U.S. Chp. 1997. 
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FRENCH DEFENSE 


Rubinstein Variation 
1 e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 Nc3 (or 3 Nd2) dxe4 4 Nxe4 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
NO? Sv adea eves ceiias rei auivion shove Ue glen team ker ak Ree eas Bd7 
5 Nf3 Nf3 
NGG cisies cogs casks dos acti vanaaatectods tant deestocy esac Be7 Bc6é 
6 N«xf6t(a) Bd3(p) Bd3 
Nxf6 Ngf6 Nd7 
7 Bg5 Bd3(i) Qe2! 0-0(s) 
HG seveciseiss c5 CB elects Be7(m) 0-0(q) Ngi6 
8 ~~ Bxf6(b) Bb5t(e) dxc5(j) Qe2(n) 0-0 Nega(t) 
Qxf6 Bd7 Bxc5 0-0 b6 Be7 
9 Bb5t! Bxd7t Qe2(k) Bg5 Nxf6t b3 
c6 Qxd7 Qc7 c5 Nxf6 0-0 
10 Bd3 Qe2(f) Bd2 dxc5 c4 Bb2 
Bd7(c) Be7(g) 0-0 Qa5t Bb7 Bxf3 
11 c3 0-0-0 0-0-0 c3 Rdi Qxf3 
Bd6 0-0 b6 Qxc5 Qes c6 
12 Qe2 dxc5 Nes 0-0-0 Bd2 c4 
c5(d) Qc6(h) Bb7(1) g6(o) Rd&(r) Re&(u) 


(a) (A) 6 Bd3 Nxe4 7 Bxe4 Nf6 8 Bg5 (8 Bd3 is column 21) 8... Qd6! 9 Bxf6 gxf6 
10c3 Bg7 11 Qe2 c6 12 Nd2 Bd7 13 0-0-0 0-0-0 14 Kb1 is a small edge, Kobalia— 
Zhang Zhong, Siberia 2005. (B) 6 Bg5 Be7 transposes to Burn’s Variation, 
column 18, while 6 Bg5 h6 7 Nxf6t Nxf6 is this column. 


(b) This simple exchange seeks a small advantage. Instead 8 Bh4 c5 (A) 9 Bb5t 
Bd7 10 Bxd7+ Qxd7 11 Qe2 cxd4 12 0-0-0 Bc5 13 Qe5 Rc8! 14 Bxf6 gxfé 
15 Qxf6 Rg8 +, Stein—Akobian, Los Angeles 2005. (B) 9 Ne5 Qa5t 10 c3 cxd4 
11 Qxd4 Bcd =, Topalov—Milov, Aiacciu 2004. (C) 9 Bce4 cxd4 10 0-0 Be7 
11 Qe2 0-0 12 Rad1 may be White’s best chance. 


(c) 10... g6 11 c3 Bg7 12 Qe2 0-0 13 0-0 Rd8 14 Rad1 Bd7 15 Ne5 +, Smyslov— 
Dolmatov, Rostov 1993. 


(d) 13 0-0 cxd4 14 cxd4 Qe7 15 Ne5 Bxe5 16 dxe5 Bc6 =, Anand—Ivanchuk, Monte 
Carlo 2004. 


(e) Out of fashion, but still dangerous, is Tal’s 8 Be4 cxd4 9 0-0 Be7 (9 .. . Bc5!7) 
10 Qe2 h6 11 Bf4 0-0 12 Rad1 Bd7 13 Rxd4 with which he sacrificed his way 
to victories against Portisch and Benko. This is recommended for attacking 
players only. 
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(f) 10 Bxf6 gxf6 11 c3 cxd4 12 Nxd4 Bc5 13 Qf3 0-0-0 =, Spassky—Petrosian, 
World Chp. 1966. 


(g) 10... cxd4?! 11 0-0-0 Bc5 12 Qe5 Be7 13 Nxd4 Rc8 14 £4 0-0 15 Nf5 Qc7 
16 Nxe7t Qxe7 17 Rd2 +, Fischer—Sarapu, Sousse Int. 1967. 


(h) 13 Kb1 Qxc5 14 Ne5 Rfd8 15 Bxf6 Bxf6 16 Nd7 (Timman-Korchnoi, Lucerne 
1989) 16... Qe7 17 Qb5 a6! is equal (Timman) since 18 Qxb7? Rdb8 wins for 
Black. 


(i) 7 Ned a6 8 Be3 c5 9 dxc5 Qadt 10 c3 Bxc5 11 Nc4 Qc7 =, Radulski—Jeremic, 
Serbian League 2006. 


(j) 8 0-0 cxd4 9 Nxd4 Bc5 10 c3 Bxd4 11 cxd4 Bd7 =, Gallego—Bareev, Internet 
2004. 


(k) 9 0-0 0-0 10 Qe2 Qc7 11 Bg5 b6! 12 Ne5 Bb7 = 13 Bxf6 pxf6 14 Bxh7+ Kxh7 
15 Qh5t Draw (perpetual check), Ivanchuk—Karpov, Las Palmas 1996. 


() 13 f4 Nd5 14 Kb1 f6 15 Nf3 Nxf4 16 Bxf4 Qxf4 17 Qxe6t Kh8 =, Topalov— 
Nogueiras, Yerevan Ol. 1996. -..’ 


(m) 7...b6 8 Qe2 Bb7 9 Bg5 Be7 10 0-0-0 0-0 11 h4 with attacking chances, 
Bronstein—Kan, Moscow 1947. 


(n) Less aggressive is 8 0-0 0-0 9 Qe2 b6 10 Bg5 Bb7 11 Radi, Szabo—Snaevarr, 
Munich 1936, though even here White retains attacking chances. 


(0) 13 h4 b6 14 h5 Bb7 15 hxg6 hxg6 16 Be3 Qa5d 17 Bd4 +, Kupreichick—Kataev, 
Sverdlovsk 1984. 


(p) White has other reasonable choices: (A) 6 c4 Ngf6 7 Nc3 0-0 8 Bd3 c5 9 0-0 
cxd4 10 Nxd4 +, Sax—Ree, Amsterdam 1984. (B) 6 Bf4 Ngf6 7 Nxfét Nxf6 
8 Bd3 c5 9 dxc5 Qa5t 10 c3 Qxcd 11 0-0 with a small edge, Oll-Tal, Seville 
1992, 


(q) (A) 7... Nxe4 8 Qxe4 c5 9 Qg4 Bf6 10 Be3 cxd4 11 Bxd4 Bxd4 12 Qxd4 Qfé 
13 Qb4 +, Svidler—Haba, Yerevan Ol. 1996. (B) 7... c5 8 Nxf6t Bxf6 9 d5 Nb6 
10 Bb5+t Kf 11 dxe6 Bxe6 12 a4 +, Timman~Granda Zuniga, Amsterdam 
1995, 


(r) Najdorf-Stahlberg, Budapest 1950, continued 13 Bc3 Nd7 14 h4 c5, when 
15 Bc2 looks promising for White. 


(s) 7 c3 Ngf6 8 Nxfét Nxf6 9 0-0 Bxf3!? 10 Qxf3 Qd5 11 Qe2 Be7 12 Rei 0-0 
13 Bf4 +, Adams—Rozentalis, Belgrade 1999. 


(t) The text is most natural, yet most aggressive is 8 Neg5!? Bd6é (8... h6?! 
9 Nxe6! fxe6 10 Bg6t with a strong attack) 9 Re1 h6 10 Nh3 Bxf3 11 Qxf3 c6 
12 Nf4 0-0 13 Nh5 +, Korchnoi—Dreev, Brno 1992. 


(u) 13 Rad1 Qc7 14 Rfe!1 is slightly better for White, yet Black’s position is solid, 
Navara—Rustemov, Bundesliga 2007. 


213 


FRENCH DEFENSE 


Steinitz Variation 


1 e4 eG 2 d4.d5 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 e5 Nfd7(a) 


25 26 27 28 29 30 
5 £4 Sarectitiusratendleeiakasiealeaseeeiiaasweel lietar wee wes Nf3(t) 
c5 c5 
6 Nf3 dxc5 
Nc6(b) Nc6 
7 Be3 Bf4(u) 
QDG sesic seeder eee CXO4 aac eng aaets a6 Bxc5 
8 Na4(c) Nxd4. Qd2 Bd3 
Qa5t Qh6 ......... Bc5(m) b5 {6 
9 c3 Qd2(i) Qd2 dxc5(q) exf6 
CXd4.....008. c4(f) Qxb2 0-0(n) Bxc5 Nxf6 
10 p4! b4 Rb1 0-0-0 Bxcb 0-0 
Nxb4(d) Qc7 Qa3 a6 Nxc5 0-0 
11 cxb4 Be2 Bb5 h4 Qf2(r) Ne5 
Bxb4t Be7 Nxd4(j) Nxd4 Qb6 Bd7(v) 
12 Bd2 0-0 Bxd4 Bxd4 Bd3 Nxc6 
Bxd2t 0-0(g) Bb4 b5 Rbs! Bxc6 
13 Nxd2 g4 0-0(k) Kb1(o) 0-0 Qez 
b6(e) b5(h) a6(1) Qc7(p) Na4(s) Qe7 = 


(a) 4... Ne4 5 Nxe4 dxe4 6 Be4 a6 7 a4 b6 8 Ne2 Bb7 9 0-0 Nc6 10 c3 Ne7 11 Ng3 
c5 12 Be3 Qc7 13 Qe2 Ng6 14 Bb3 Rc8 15 Rac1 Qb8 16 Bc2 Qa8 17 Qg4 +, 
Georgadze—Toria, Tbilisi 1986. 


(b) 6... Qb6 7 Be3 a6 (7... Qxb2? 8 Nb5!) 8 a3 Nc6 9 dxc5 Bxc5 10 Na4 Qa5dt 
11 b4 Qxa4 12 bxc5 0-0 13 c4 Qadt 14 Qd2 t, Wang Hao—A. Grigorian, Yerevan 
2006. 


(c) 8 a3 cxd4 9 Nxd4 Bc5 10 Na4 Qa5t 11 c3 Bxd4 12 Bxd4 Nxd4 13 Qxd4 b6 
14 Qb4 Qxb4 15 axb4 Ke7 =, Nunn-Ehlvest, Reyeeet) 1990. The White knight 
is poorly placed on a4. 


(d) Retreating with 10 ...Qc7 11 Nxd4 allows White a simple, clear advantage 
due to control over the d4 and c5 squares. 


(e) Instead 13... g5?! 14 Rb1 gxf4 15 Bb5 Rb8 16 Nc5 Qc3 17 Nd3 with a big edge 
for White, Short-Timman, Amsterdam 1994. After 13 ... b6 14 Bd3! White’s 
extra knight is worth more than the three Black pawns: (A) 14... Nc5?! 
15 Nxc5 bxc5 16 0-0 g6 (16 .. .0-0 17 Bxh7+t! Kxh7 18 Qh5t Kg8 19 Nf3 f6 
20 Ng5! wins [Timman]) 17 Rel Qb6 18 Qa4t Bd7 19 Qa3 RcB (19... c4 
20 Bxc4) 20 Rb1 with infiltration to follow; (B) 14... Ba6 15 Nb2 Nc5 16 Bxa6 
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Qxa6 17 Qe2 Qa3 18 Qb5t Ke7 19 0-0 Qe3t 20 Rf2 Rhc8 21 Nf1 Qc3 22 Rf3 d3 
23 Rd1 Qd4t 24 Kh1 Ne4 25 Nxd3 +, Nunn—Zysk, Germany 1987. 


(f) 9...b6 10 Bd2 c4 11 b4 Nxb4 12 cxb4 Bxb4 13 Re1 Bxd2+t 14 Nxd2 b5 15 Nc3 
b4 (Nijboer—Visser, Essent 2002) 16 Qa4 +. 


(g) 12...b5 13 Nc5 a5 14 a3 axb4 (14... NxcS 15 bxc5) 15 axb4 Rxal 
16 Qxal +, Grischuk—Nogueiras, Turin Ol. 2006. 


(h) 14 Ned a5 15 a3 axb4 16 Nxd7 Bxd7 17 axb4 f5 =, Kulaots—Ivanchuk, Gothen- 
burg 2005. 


(i) (A) 9 Be2 Bc5! 10 Na4 Qa5t 11 c3 Bxd4 12 Bxd4 Nxd4 13 Qxd4 b6 with at 
least equality for Black, Gaprindashvili—Ree, Wijk aan Zee 1979, (B) 9 Ncb5 
a6! 10 Nf5 Bc5 =. a 


(j) 11... Ndb8?! 12 0-0 a6 13 f5! axb5 14 fxe6 Bxe6 15 Nxe6 fxe6 16 Nxb5 Qa5 
17 Qf2 wins, Poluyakov—O. Ivanov, USSR 1989. 


(k) 13 Rb3 Qa5 14.43 Be7 (14... Bxa3? 15 Nxd5 +) 15 £5 exf5 16 Nxd5 Bh4t 17 Kd1 
and now not (A) 17 .. . Qd8? 18 Nf6t! gxf6 19 gxf6 0-0 20 Re3t Kh8 21 Qh6 Rg8 
22, Rg7 Resigns, de Firmian—Hiibner, Polanica Zdroj 1995, but (B) 17... Qxd2t 
18 Kxd2 Bd8! 19 Rg3 a6 20 Bxd7t Bxd7 21 Rxg7 Be6 22 Nf6t Kfé! =. 


(1) Better than 13 .. . 0-0 14 Rb3 Qa5 15 Qf2l f5 (15... a6? 16 Bxd7 Bxd7 17 Bb6 
wins) 16 Rfb1 Be7 17 Bxd7 Bxd7 18 Rxb7 +, Kruppa—Kaidanov, USSR 1988. 
After 13... a6 14 Rb3 Qa5 15 Rfb1 Be7 16 Bxd7t Bxd7 17 Rxb7 Rc8 18 Qe3 
Rc4 19 f5 White has the initiative, Degraeve-Lampen, Halkidiki 2002. 


(m) 8...Nxd4 9 Bxd4 Nb8 10 Bd3 Nc6 11 Bf2 Be7 12 Qh5 Qa5 13 0-0 leaves 
Black in difficulty, Nunn—Sutton, Peterborough 1984. 


(n) Black can play to draw with 9... Nxd4 10 Bxd4 Bxd4 11Qxd4 Qb6 12 Qxb6 
Nxb6 13 Nb5 Ke7. White is slightly better because of the better bishop, but 
Black’s position is hard to crack. More dynamic and more risky is Kasparov's 
12 Qd2i?. 


(0) 13 Rh3 Bb7 14 Rg3 Qc7 15 a3 Bxd4 16 Qxd4 f6 =, Nijboer—Stellwagen, 
Leeuwarden 2005. 


(p) 14 Rh3 b4 15 Na4 Bxd4 16 Qxd4 Rb8 17 Re3 a5 =, Anand—Buhmann, Bun- 
desliga 2002. 


(q) It is not clear what move is best for White. Other tries: (A) 9 h4 b4 10 Nez Be7 
11 dxc5 Nxc5 12 Ng3 h5 13 Be2 g6 =, Anand—Morozevich, Melody Amber 2004. 
(B) 9 Qf2 Qb6 10 Bd3 cxd4 11 Nxd4 Nxd4 12 Bxd4 Bc5 13 Ne2 Bxd4 14 Nxd4 
Nc5 15 0-0 0-0 may give White a slight pull, Kruppa—Savchenko, Minsk 1996. 
(C) 9 a3 Bb7 10 Bd3 cxd4 11 Nxd4 Nxd4 12 Bxd4 Bc5 13 Ne2 Bxd4 14 Nxd4 
with a small edge, Vasiukov—Dokhoian, Moscow 1990. (D) 9 Be2 Bb7 10 a3 Rc8 
11 Nd1 cxd4 12 Nxd4 Bc5 13 c3 Na5 =, Topalov—Shirov, Wijk aan Zee 1999. 


(r) 11 Bd3 b4 12 Ne2 Qb6 13 Ned4 Nxd4 14 Nxd4 a5 15 Qe3 0-0 16 0-0 Ba6 =, 
Nunn-Korchnoi, Amsterdam 1988. 


(s) 14 Nxa4 bxa4 15 Qxb6 Rxb6 16 b3 Ke7 =, Mokry—Schmidt, Moscow Ol. 1994. 


(t) 5 Nce2 c5 6 c3 Nc6 7 f4 is an attempt to maintain the pawn center. After 
7... b5 8 Nf3 b4 9 f5 bxc3 10 fxe6 fxe6 11 bxc3 cxd4 12 cxd4 Bb4t the game 
is level, Sax—Korchnoi, match 1991. 
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(u) Rigo’s 7 Bb5 can bé met by 7. . . Bxc5 8 0-0 0-0 9:Na4 Be7 10 Rel Qa5 =. 


(v) Premature is the advance 11... Ne4?! 12 Bxe4 Rxf4 13 Nd3 Bxf2t 14 Rxf2 
Rxf2 15 Bxh7t Kxh7 16 Qh5t Kg8 17 Nxf2 + e5 18 Rd1 d4? (18... Be6) 
19 Nfe4! Qe7 20 Rf1 dxc3 21 Ng5 Qxe5 22 Qxg5 cxb2 23 Rb! Resigns, Ljubojevi¢- 
Bednarski, Skopje Ol. 1972. The column is Spassky—Petrosian, World Chp. 
1966. 
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FRENCH DEFENSE 


Winawer, Poisoned Pawn Variation 


1 e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 5 G5 5 a3 Bxc3t 6 bxc3 Ne7 7 Qg4 


31 32 33 34 35 36 
QGP ivitig ean lide ties Utvngpanteieesietitaaa eaten caees 0-0(p) 
8 Qxg7(a) Bd3.......... Nf3 
Rg8 Nbc6(q) = Nbc6(v) 
9 Qxh7 Qhs5 Bd3 
cxd4 Neg6(r) f5 
10 NO 2 ii ilsrde lorie hantasieesetsoveess Kd1 Nf3 exf6 
Nbc6 Nbc6é Qc7 Rxf6 
11 £4(b) Nf3 Be3(s) Bg5 
dxc3 dxc3(n) c4(t) e5(w) 
12 Qd3 Bf4 Bxg6 Qg3(x) 
Bd7(c) Bd7 fxg6 Rxf3! 
43 Nxc3........ Qxc3 we Rbi(j) Ng5 Qe4 gxf3 
a6 Nf5(g) d4(k) Rf8 Qf7 
14 Rb1(d) Rb1 Nxd4(l) Bd3 Neg5 Be2 
Na5(e) d4(h) Nxd4 Qb6 Qe8 exd4 
15 h4 Qd3 Qxd4 Be3 h4 Bf6é 
Nf5(£) 0-0-0(i)=  Nf5(m) d4(o) hé(u) QfB(y) 


(a) 8 Bd3 cxd4 (8...c4 9 Be2 Nfs is reasonable) 9 Ne2 dxc3 10 Qxg7 Rg8 11 Qxh7 
Qxe5 12 Bf4 Qf6 13 h4 Nd7 14 Bg5 Qg7 =, van den Doel—Peek, Amsterdam 
2004. 


(b) 11 Bf4 dxc3 12 Qd3 Bd7 13 Qxc3 0-0-0 14 h4 Ng6 15 Bg3 Ngxes =. 


(c) 12...d4 13 Nxd4 Nxd4 14 Qxd4 Bd7 15 Rei! NfS 16 Qf2 Qc6 17 Bd3 Qd5 
18 Rb1 Bc6 19 Rb3 +, Ernst—Einarsson, Reykjavik 1990. 


(d) 14 Ne2 Rc8 (14... Nf5?! 15 h3 Na5 16 g4 Bb5 17 Qc3 +) 15 Bd2 Nf5 16 Rbi!? 
(16 h3 Nxe5!) 16... Naz 17 Nd4 Nxd4 18 Qxd4 Nb5 19 Qd3 Qxc2 20 Qxc2 
Rxc2 21 a4 +, Khalifman—Shulman, Khanty Mansiysk 2005. 


(e) 14... Rc8 15 h4 Nf5 16 Rh3 Nce7 17 h5 Nh6 18 Bd2 +, Landa—Bunzmann 2002. 
(f) 16 Rh3 0-0-0 17 h5 Bc6 18 Rb4 +, Cheparinov-Szymanski, Anibal Open 2005. 


(g) 13... 0-0-0 14 Ne3!? (14 Rb1 d4 15 Qd3 Nfs is back in the column) 14,,, Rh8 
15 Bd2 Rdg8 16 0-0-0 Kb8 17 Bd3 Nc8 18 Rdgi +, Spassky—Nogueiras, Mont- 
pellier Candidates 1985. 


(h) Less accurate is 14... Ro8?! 15 Bd2 a6 16 Regi b5 17 g4 and already Black { is 
in difficulties, Short—Kosten, Hastings 1988/89. 
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() Black has equal chances in this complex position. Sznapik—Nogueiras, Thes- 
saloniki Ol. 1988, continued 16 Rg1 Be8 17 g4 Nh4 18 Rg3 f6! 19 exf6 e5 20 g5 
Bf7 21 Bh3t Kb8 22 fxe5? (22 f5) 22... Nxe5 23 Qe4 Rees! 24 Kf1 (24 Qxh4 
Qxc2 wins) 24... Neg6 25 Qg4 Qxc2 26 Bfat Nxf4 27 Qxf4t Ka8 28 Rel d3 
29 Qxh4 Qxe2t! 30 Resigns. 


(j) White can try to develop with 13 Be3 0-0-0 14 g3 Nf5 15 Bf2 Kb8 16 Bh3 
Nce7 17 g4 (17 Qxc3 Qxc3 18 Nxc3 Rc8 19 Kd2 Rc7 and Rgc8—Sulman) 
7... Nh6 18 Rgi Rc8 19 Nd4 Ng6 20 Qe3 +, Sax—Sulman, Pula 1997. How- 
ever, the thematic move for Black is 15 ... d4! with an unclear game. One 
possible variation is 16 Bh3 Nce7 17 g4 Ne3 18 Bxe3 dxe3 19 Qxe3 Bc6 
20 0-0 Rh8 ~, 


(k) (A) Now 13... Nf5 is met by 14 h3! d4 15 g4 Nh4 16 Qh7 Nf3t 17 Kf2 0-0-0 
18 Kxf3 Nxe5t 19 fxe5 Bc6t 20 Kf2 Bxh1 21 Rb4 Qxe5 22 Bfa +, Horvath— 
Uhlmann, Szirak 1985. (B) 13... 0-0-0 14 Nxc3 Na5!? 15 g3 Kb8;16 Ne2 Ba4 
17 c3 Nf5 18 Bh3 d4! 0, Svidler—Ivanchuk, Linares 1999. ~ 


(1) 14 Ng3 0-0-0 15 Ne4 Nxe5! 16 fxe5 Qxe5 17 Qe2 Bc6 18 Ng3 Qh8 is good com- 
pensation for the piece, Smirin—Short, Tilburg 1992. 


(m) 16 Qf2 Bc6 17 Rgi 0-0-0 18 Qxa7 Qd7 19 Qa8t Kc7 20 Qa5t Kb8 21 Qxc3 Be4 
22 Be3 +, Hertneck—-Bunzmann, Bundesliga 2007. 


(n) Dangerous complications follow 11...Nxe5 (note that this may arise from 
0...Ndz7) 12 Bfa! Qxc3 13 Nxe5 Qxa1t 14 Bc1 d3! (14... Rf8 15 Bd3 Bd7 

16 Rel Nc6 17 Nxf7!, Fuchs—Uhlmann, 1966) 15 Qxf7t+ Kd8 16 Qf6é dxc2t 

17 Kxc2 Qa2t 18 Bb2 Bd7 19 Nf£7+ Ke8 20 Nd6+ Kd8 21 Nxb7+ Ke8 22 Be2!. 


(o) 16 Bf4 Ng6!? (Thipsay—Agdestein, Thessaloniki Ol. 1984), now 17 Bxg6 fxg6 
18 Qxg6t Kd8& 19 Nxe6t?! Bxe6 20 Qxe6 Rxf4 21 Qg8t Kc7 22 Qxa8? d3 wins, 
so Thipsay played 17 Ne4 0-0-0 18 Nd6t Kb8 19 Bg3 Ngxe5 and slowly lost 
the game. 


(p) 7... Kf8 8 Nf3 Qa5 9 Bd2 Qa4 10 Ra2 b6 11 Qf4 hé 12 h4 Nd7 (A. Sokolov— 
Eingorn, USSR Chp. 1988), now White keeps the more harmonious position 
with the simple 13 Bd3 and 14 0-0. 


(q) 8... £5 9 exf6 Rxf6 10 Bg5 Rf7 11 Qh5 g6 12 Qd1 Nbc6 13 Nf3 Qfs 14 0-0 c4 
15 Be2 +, Shirov-Timman, Wijk aan Zee 2003. 


(r) Black must beware: (A) 9... h6? 10 Bxh6! gxh6 11 Qxh6 Nfs 12 Bxf5 exf5 
13 0-0-0 £4 14 Nh3 Ne7 15 Ng5 Bf5 16 g4! Be4 17 Rhe1 Qb6 18 e6 Bg6 19 Rd3 
Resigns, Maus—Hiibner, Lugano 1989. (B) 9... Nf5 10 Nf3 £6 11 g4 c4 12 gxfs5 
cxd3 13 Rg1 Ne7 14 exf6 Rxf6 15 Rxg7t! Kxg7 16 Qg5t Ng6 17 fxg6 hxg6 
18 Bf4 Bd7 19 Be5 dcx2 20 h4! Be8 21 Nh2 witha winning attack, Kruppa— 
Kamerov, Kherson 1991. 


(s) Morozevich has a creative idea—11 h4!? cxd4 (11... c4? 12 Ng5!) 12 Kd1 
dxc3 13 Rh3—risky but entertaining. 


(t) 11... Nce7 12 h4 Bd7 13 Qg5 f6 14 exf6 gxf6 15 Qh6 cxd4 16 h5! with favor- 
able complications, Cvek—Petrik, Mitropa Cup 2006. 


(u) 16 Nh3 a5 17 h5 gxh5 18 Qe2 with attacking chances, Macieja—Vaisser, Istan- 
bul 2003. 


(v) 8... f5 9 exf6 Rxf6 10 Bg5 Nd7! (10...Qa5 11 Bxf6 Qxc3t 12 Ke2 Np6 
13 Rel gxf6 14 h4 +) 11 Bd3! c4 12 Be2 Rf5 (Smirin—Ulibin, USSR 1988) 13 0-0 
Nf6 14 Bxf6 Rxf6 15 Ne5 +. 


(w) 11... Rf7 12 Bxe7 Rxe7 13 Qh4 g6 14 0-0 c4 15 Be2 Bd7 16 Rfe1 Qfs 17 Bf1 
Rae8 18 Re2 +, Sax—Schmidt, Warsaw 1987. 


(x) An equal game results from (A) 12 Qh4 e4 13 Bxf6 gxf6 14 Qxf6 exd3, 
Psakhis—Dokhoian, Klaipeda 1988. (B) 12 Bxh7+ Kxh7 13 Qh5t Kg8 14 Bxf6 
gxf6 15 dxe5 Qfé! also holds the balance. 


(y) 16 Bxd4 Nf5 17 Qf4 Nfxd4 18 Qxi8t Kxf4 19 cxd4 Nxd4 +, Campello— 
Teixeira, Rio de Janeiro 2004. 
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FRENCH DEFENSE 


Winawer Variation, Main Line 


1 e4 eG 2 d4 d5 3 Nc3 Bb4 4e5 c5 5 a3 Bxc3t 6 bxc3 Ne7 


37 38 39 40 41 42 
7 NEB. cbdd sien ddacddew hedeed Quand oeeiediawedoesdiaddecsael a4(r) 
Nbc6........ Bd7........55 D6: ic vcseevees Qc7 Qa5d 
8  Be2(a) dxc5(g) Bb5t(j) a4(m) Bd2.......... Qd2 
Qa5(b) Qc7(h) Bd7 b6(n) Nbc6 Nbc6 
9 Bd2 Bd3 Bd3 Bb5t Nf3(s) Nf3 
Bd7(c) Ba4 Ba4 Bd7 Bd7 Bd7 
10 0-0 Rb1 0-0 0-0(0) BbS5(t) Be2(w} 
c4(d) Nd7 c4(k) Bxb5 Qc7(u) f6 
11 Ngd Rb4 Be2 axb5 0-0 exf6 
he Bc6 h6 Nd7(p) 0-0 gxf6 
12 Nh3 0-0 Nh4 Qd3 Re1 dxc5 
Ng6é Nxc5 Nbcé h6 b6 0-0-0 
13 Bhs Rg4 f4 Ra4 Bd3 0-0 
0-0-0(e) Ng6 Qd7 0-0 h6 e5 
14 £4 Nd4 g4 Bd2 Qc1 c4(x) 
Rdf8 0-0-0 g6 Rfc8 c4 d4 
15 Qel f4 Rei! Bf1 Qhe 


£5 
Nge7(f)  Bd7(i) —sgxf5() += Nf8(q) ~=—Ss«xKh7(v) ~—S Ng6y) 


(a) Also reasonable is 8 Bd3 Qc7 9 0-0 Bd7 10 a4 c4 11 Be2 f6 12 Rel Ng6?! 
13 Ba3! fxe5 14 dxe5 Nexe5 15 Nxe5 Nxe5 16 Qd4 Ng6 17 Bh5 =, Fischer— 
Larsen, match 1971. White must reckon though with 8...Qa5 9 Bd2 c4 
10 Bf1 f6 11 exf6 gxf6 «, R. Byrne—Korchnoi, London 1979, 


(b) 8...Qc7 9 0-0 Bd7 10 Re1 f6 11 Bf4 Ng6 12 Bg3 fxeS (12... f5 13 h4!) 
13 Bd3 0-0-0 14 Bxg6 hxg6 15 Nxe5 Nxe5 16 Bxe5 +, Nunn—Hess, Lugano 1986. 


(c) 9... cxd4 (9...Qa4 10 Rb1!) 10 cxd4 Qa4 11 Rb1! Nxd4 12 Bd3 Ndc6 
13 Rb3! gives White terrific compensation for the pawn, Dolmatov—Oll, USSR 
Chp. 1989 (13... 0-0? 14 Bxh7t!). Black cannot improve with 12... Nxf3t 
13 Qxf3 Qd4 14 0-0! Qxe5 15 Rel Qf6 16 Qg3 +, or 12... Nec6 13 0-0 Nxf3t 
14 Qxf3 Nxe5 15 Qg3 Nxd3 16 Qxg7 winning. 


(d) It is dangerous to open the position with 10 ...f6 11 c4 Qe7 12 cxd5 Nxd5 
13 c4 Nde7 14 exf6 gxf6 15 Bc3 0-0-0? (relatively best is 15... cxd4 16 Nxd4 
Nxd4 17 Qxd4 e5 18 Qe3 +) 16 d5! exd5 17 cxd5 Be6 18 Bxf6 Rhg8 19 dxc6! 
Rxd1 20 cxb7+ Kb8 21 Rfxd1 with overwhelming compensation for the queen, 
Markarichev—Lputian, USSR 1979. 
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(e) 13... Nce7 14 a4! 0-0-0 15 Qe1 Kb8 16 Bc1 Rc8 17 Ba3 +, Planinc—-Timman, 
Amsterdam 1974. 


(f) 16 a4 f6 (Balashov-Naumkin, USSR Chp. 1991) 17 Bc1 fxe5 18 fxe5 Rxf1t 
19 Kxf1 Rfat 20 Nf2 + (Naumkin). 


(g) Trading pawn structure for activity. Instead 8 Rb1 Qc7 9 h4 Ba4 10 Bd3 Nd7 
11 h5 h6 12 0-0 may be a slight edge, Bologan—Matamoros, Spanish League 
2002. 


(h) 8... Ng6 9 Bd3 Nc6 10 0-0 Ncxe5 11 Nxe5 Nxe5 12 Bf4 Qf6 13 Qd2 Nxd3 
14 cxd3 +, Bruzon—Pelletier, Biel 2006. 


(i) 16 Rg3 Kb8 17 Qe1 Ka8 18 h4 Nxd3 19 cxd3 h5 20 Be3 +, Spassky—Korchnoi, 
match 1977. 


(j) 8 a4 Ba6 with: (A) 9 Bb5t Bxb5 10 axb5 Ne7 11 0-0 0-0 12 Qd3 Rc8 13 Bd2 h6 
14 Ra2 +, de Firmian—Shulman, San Francisco 2002; (B) 9 Bxa6 Nxa6 10 Qe2 
Nb8 11 a5 Nd7 12 0-0 h6 13 c4 dxc4 14 dxc5 bxc5 =, van der Welde—Halkias, 
Amsterdam 2006. 


(k) Black chooses to close the position, making the game a strategic fight. Instead, 
10... h6 11 Re1 Qc7 12 dxc5 bxc5 13 c4 Nd7 14 cxd5 Nxd5 15 Qe2 =, de 
Firmian—Antonsen, Stockholm 1997. 


(1) 16 gxf5 Nxf5 17 Nxf5 exf5 =, Vonthron—Porper, Vienna 2006. 


(m) (A) 8 Bd3 (8 Be2!? b6 =) 8... b6 9 0-0 Ba6 10 Bxa6 NxaG 11 a4 Nc6 12 Qe2 
Nab8 13 Ba3 Nd7 =, Cooke—Claasen, Dortmund 1993. (B) Noteworthy is 8 h4!? 
Bd7 9 h5 h6 10 Bd3 Ba4 11 dxc5 Nd7 12 Rh4 Qa5d 13 Be3 =, Short—Ivanchuk, 
Horgen 1995. 


(n) (A) 8...Nbc6 9 Ba3 cxd4 10 cxd4 Qadt 11 Qd2 Qxd2t 12 Kxd2 Nad 
(12... Bd7 13 a5! Nf5 14 Bc5 +) 13 Bd3 Bd7 14 Rhb1 Rc8 15 Bb4 Nec6 
16 Bd6 leaves Black an unpleasant endgame, Golubev—Ivanchuk, Klaipeda 
1985. (B) 8... Bd7 9 Bd3 Nbc6 10 0-0 c4 transposes into note (a). 


(0) 10 Bd3 Nbc6 11 0-0 h6 12 Ba3 Na5 13 Nd2 0-0 14 dxc5 bxc5 15 Nb3 Nxb3 
16 cxb3 +, although the position is very unbalanced. 


(p) (A) 11... 0-0 12 Qd3 h6 13 Ra4 Rc8 (13... Nd7 is back into the column) 
14 dxc5 bxc5 15 Rg4 with attacking prospects. (B) 11... a5 12 Ng5 h6 13 Nh3 
Nd7 14 Nf4 0-0 15 Nh5 +, Ivkov—R. Byrne, Sousse Int. 1967. 


(q) 16 Ra6 Qd7 17 Rca1 c4 18 Qf1 Qxb5 19 Rxa7 Rxa7 20 Rxa7 Nc6 21 Ra2 +, 
Karpov—Mednis, Vienna 1986. 


(r) Adventurous is 7 h4!? Qa5 (7... Qc7 is safer) 8 Bd2 cxd4 9 cxd4 Qa4 10 Nf3 
Nbc6 11 Bd3 Nxd4 12 h5 Nec6 13 Kf1 Nf5 14 Bxf5 exf5 15 h6 with active play 
for the pawn, Fedorowicz—Yermolinsky, St. Martin 1993. 


(s) In the great Herceg Novi Blitz Tournament of 1970 Fischer experimented with 
9 Qe4 against Korchnoi. After 9... 0-0 10 Nf3 {6 11 Bd3 f5 12 Qg3 c4 13 Be2 
b5 14 0-0 bxa4 15 Ng5? Nxd4 Fischer suffered his only loss of the tournament. 


(t) Black has comfortable equality after the straightforward 10 Be2 f6! 11 exf6é 
gxf6 12 0-0 (12 c4 Qc7 13 cxd5 Nxd5 14 c4 Nde7 15 Bc3 cxd4 16 Nxd4 Nxd4 
17 Qxd4 e5 =) 12... 0-0-0 13 Rel c4 =, Tringov-Timman 1983. 
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(u) 10... 4 110-0 a6 12 Bxc6 Bxc6 13 Ng5 h6é 14 Qh5 g6 15 Qh3 Bxa4 16 Rfb1 
is somewhat uncomfortable for Black, Nunn—Hiibner, Germany 1987. 


(v) 16 Bf4 Ng6 17 Bg3 Qd8 18 Qdz f5 19 exf6 Rxf6 20 Nh4 Nge7 =, Nunn-Gulko, 
San Francisco 1995. 


(w) (A) 10 Bd3 f6 11 0-0 fxe5 12 Nxe5 Nxe5 13 dxe5 0-0 14 c4 Qxd2 15 Bxd2 Bc6 
16 a5 Rad& =, Fischer-Uhlmann, Stockholm Int. 1962. (B) 10 Ba3 cxd4 
11 cxd4 Qxd2t 12 Kxd2 Nf£5 13 c3 Na5 14 Ra2 f6 (Brunner—Kindermann, Bern 
1990) 15 Bd3 Nc4t 16 Bxc4 dxc4 =. 


(x) 14 Qh6 Rdf8 15 c4 (Timman—Nogueiras, Brussels 1988) 15... Nf5 16 Qh5 
Ng7 =. 


(y) 16 Nd2 £5 17 Nb3 Qc7 18 £4 Nb4 19 Bd1 d3 20 cxd3 Nxd3 with chances for 
both sides, Bogdanovié—Uhlmann, Sarajevo 1965. 


FRENCH DEFENSE 


Winawer Variation 


1 e4 ef 2:d4d5 3 Nc3 Bb44 6 c5 5 a3 


43 44 45 46 47 48 
BxGST ihicsay eval oiedve teen a titensbeee Ba5(n) 
6 bxc3 Da evi eae vieaeanaeetea tenis: Bd2(x) 
Qc7 (a) cxd4(o) Nc6! 
7 Be iucnsaedeteduecetdeas Nf3 Qe4ceeceeeee Nb5 Nb5 
£5(b) Bd7(k) Ne7 Bc7 Nxd4 
Bo QBB. cee eees Qh5t a4 bxa5(p) £4 Nxd4 
Ne7(c) Qf7(g) Nc6 dxc3 Bd7(t) cxd4! 
9 Qxg7 Qdi(h) = Ba3 Qxg7 Nf3 Ss BbSt 
Rg8 b6 b6(1) Rg8 Ne7(u) Bd7 
10 Qxh7 Nh3(i) Bd3 Qxh7 Nxc7t(v) Bxd7t 
cxd4 cxd4 Nad Nbc6 Qxc7 Kxd7 
41 ‘Kd! oxd4 0-0 Nf3(q) Bd3 Nf3 
Bd7 Ba6 Ne7 Qc7(r) a6 Bb6 
12 Qh5t(d)  Bxa6 Rel Bf4 Bb2 0-0 
Kd&(e) Nxa6 £5 Bd7 Nf5 Ne7 
13 Nf3 Qd3 exf6 a6 Bxf5 a4 
Qxc3 Nc7 gxi6 0-0-0 exf5 a6 = 
14 Ra2 a4 Qcl axb7t Bxd4 Ng5?! 


Nc6(f) Ne7(j) c4(m) Kb8(s) 0-0(w) Qe8(y) 


(a) The classical Winawer, less used in modern practice. Rare sixth-move alter- 
natives are: (A) 6... Nc6 7 Qg4 g6 8 a4 f5 9 Qd1 Qad 10 BdzZ Nge7 11 Nf3 +, 
Gligorié—Maksimovié, Yugoslav Chp. 1991. (B) 6...Qa5 7 Bd2 cxd4 8 cxd4 
Qa4 9 Rb1 Nc6 10 Nf3 Qxa3 11 Bb5 Bd7 12 0-0 Qf8 13 Bxc6 Bxc6 14 Bb4 +, 
Sznapik—Matlak, Polish Chp. 1991. 


(b) (A) 7... 167! 8 Bb5t Kf8 (8... Nc6 9 Nf3 +) 9 Nf3! c4 10 a4 a6 11 Ba3 t Ne7 
12 Be8! Qd8 13 Bh5 +, Sutovsky—Dyachkov, Aeroflot Open 2007. 
(B) 7... cxd4? 8 Qxg7 Qxc3t 9 Kd1 Qxai 10 Qxh8 Kfé 11 Bd3 Nc6 12 Bxh7 
Nce7 13 h4 +, 


(c) 8... cxd4 9 cxd4 Ne7 (9... Qxc27! 10 Bd2 and 11 Rc1 +) 10 Bd2 0-0 11 Bd3 
b6 12 Ne2 Ba6 13 Nf4 Qd7 14 0-0 Bxd3 15 Qxd3 Rc8 16 Rabi Rc4 17 Rb4 +, 
Milligan—Tidman, 4NCL 2006. 


(d) White also came out on top in Hjartarson—Berg, Gausdal 1996, after 12 Nf3 
Ba4 13 Rb1 Qxe3 14 Ne1! b6?! 15 Bd2 Qc7 16 Bb4 Nbc6 17 Bd6 +. The game 
finished quickly—17 ...Qb7 18 Nd3 Qd7? 19 Nb2 b5 20 Nxa4 bxa4 21 Bb5 
Rf8 22 Qxe7t! Nxe7 23 Bxd7+ Kxd7 24 Rb7+ Resigns. 


223 


(e) 12... Ng6 13 Ne2 d3 14 cxd3 Ba4t (14... Nc6!—Tal) 15 Kel Qxe5 16 Bg5! 
Nc6é 17 d4 Qc7 18 h4! +, was the historic first game of the Tal—Botvinnik 
World Chp. 1960. 


(f) 15 Rb2 Kc7 16 Rb5! a6 17 Bb2 axb5 18 Bxc3 +, Nakamura—Berg, Bermuda 
2003. 


(g) 8... g6 9 Qd1 Nc6 10 Nf3 Bd7 11 dxc5 h6 12 Rb1 Nge7 =, Spassky—Portisch, 
match 1980. 


(h) 9 Qxf7t Kxf7 10 Nf3 cxd4 11 Nxd4 Bd7 12 f4 Ne7 13 Rb1 b6 14 c4 Rc8 =, 
Kindermann—Yusupov, Munich 1990. 


(i) 10 a4 Ba6 11 Bb5t Bxb5 12 axb5 Ne7 13 h4 0-0 =, Horvath—Uhlmann, Debre- 
cen 1988, 


(j) 15 Ba3 Nc6 16 Nf4 Nad 17 h4 Ne4 =, David—Komarov, French League 1997. 


(k) Black can play Ne7 now or next move, transposing into the main lines 
(6... Ne7). Risky is 7...b6 8 a4 Ba6 9 Bxa6 Nxa6 10 Qe2 Nb8 11 a5 bxa5 
12 Ba3 Nd7 13 dxc5 Ne7 14 c6! Qxc6 15 0-0 +, Tal—-Donner, Wijk aan Zee 1968. 


(1) White has the better endgame after 9 . . . cxd4 10 cxd4 Qa5t 11 Qd2 Qxd2t 
12 Kxd2. 


(m) White has a large advantage, Taimanov-Shamkovich, Leningrad 1951. The 
game continued 15 Qhé! Nac6 (15 .. . cxd3 16 Qxf6 Ng6 17 Ned +) 16 Bis! Kf7 
(both 16 ...exf5 and 16 ...Nxf5 lose to 17 Qxf6) 17 Bxe6t+ Bxe6 18 Ng5t 
fxg5 19 Qxe6t Kg7 20 Bxe7 Nxe7 21 Qxe7t Qxe7 22 Rxe7t Kg6 23 Rae1 h6 
24 Rie6t Kh5 25 £3 Resigns. 


(n) 5... cxd4 6 axb4 dxc3 7 Nf3! cxb2?! 8 Bxb2 Ne7 9 Bd3 b6 10 0-0 Bb7 11 Nd4 
a6 12 Qh5 +, J. Kristiansen—C. Hansen, Reykjavik 1981. 


(0) 6... cxb4? 7 Nb5 Nc6 8 axb4 Bxb4t 9 c3 Be7 10 Bd3 a6 11 Qg4 Kf8 12 Ba3 
puts Black in an ugly position, Liberzon—Khasin, USSR 1960. 


(p) 8 Nb5 Bc7 9 Qxg7 Rg8 10 Qxh7 a6! 11 Nxc7t Qxc7 12 Ne2 Qxe5 13 Bb2 Qf6 
14 f4 Nbc6 15 Qd3 Nf5 16 0-0-0 Qh6 17 Kb1 Bd7 =, Miiller—Vaganian, Ger- 
many 1993. 


(q) Risky is 11 £4 Qxa5 12 Nf3 (12 Rb1 Bd7 13 Nf3 0-0-0 14 Qd3 d4 15 g3 Nfs =, 
Shirov—Romero Holmes, Spain 1998) 12... Bd7 13 Ng5 0-0-0!? (13... Rf8) 
14 Nxf7 Nf5 15 Nxd8 Qxd8 16 Qh3 Ned4 17 Qxc3+ Kb8 and Black has a dan- 
gerous initiative for the exchange, van der Welde—Werle, Groningen 2001. 


(rt) 11... Qxa5 12 Rb1 a6 13 Be2 d4 14 Ng5 +, Nisipeanu—Almelda, Sants Open 
2005. 


(s) 15 Qd3 Rg4 16 g3 Ng6 17 Qxc3 Nxf4 18 h3! Nxh3 19 Rxh3 +, Volokitin— 
Lputian, Calvia Ol. 2004. 


(t) 8...Nh6 9 Nf3 Bd7 10 Nfxd4! a6 11 Nxc7t Qxc7 12 Bd2 Nc6 13 Nf3 Ne7 
14 a4 Nef5 15 Bd3 Qh6 16 Qe2 0-0 17 Qf2 +, Hellers~Knaak, Novi Sad Ol, 1990. 


(u) 9... Bxb5 10 Bxb5t Nc6 11 Bd3 Nge7 12 Qe2 Bb6 13 0-0 Nf5 14 Kh1 Qc7 
15 a4! Nxb4 16 Bxf5 exf5 17 Qb5t Nc6 16 Ba3 with the attack, Stefansson— 
Miiller, Altensteig 1992. 


(v) 10 Nbxd4 Nc6 11 c3 Nxd4 12 cxd4 Nc8! 13 Bd3 Nb6 =, Sawatzki—Panzer, Ger- 
man League 2001. 


(w) 15 0-0 Rc8 16 c3 Nc6 17 Re1 a5 =, Khalifman-S. Ivanov, Russia 2004. 


(x) Sharp is 6 Qg4!? Ne7 7 dxc5 Bxc3t 8 bxc3, but the old remedy is good— 
8...Nd7! 9 Nf3 (9 Qxg7?! Rg8 10 Qxh7 Nxe5 11 Be2 Qa5 +) 9...Qc7 
10 Qxg7 Rg8 11 Qxh7 Nxe5 12 Qh5 Nxf3t 13 Qxf3 Bd7 14 Bf4 (Shamkovich- 
Gipslis, USSR 1961) 14... Qxc5 =, 


(y) 15 Qf3 Be7 16 Qxf7 Qxf7 17 Nxf7 Rhfs 18 Ng5 h6é 19 Nf3 Nc6 20 Rfe1 Rxf3! 
21 gxf3 Nxe5 and Black holds the edge in the endgame, Madl-—Luther, Hast- 
ings 1994. =, 
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FRENCH DEFENSE 


Winawer Variation 


1 e4 eG 2 d4 d5 3 Nc3 Bb4 4e5 


49 50 51 52 53 54 
ol Ree eee rere mee BG ieissesanhete dae Vedat tawee ve diiwekes Qd7(q) 
5 Bd2.......... Qg4(d) AB zesaiweavvenentetisee esis Qg4(m) Bd2(r) 
Ne7(a) Ne7 Bxc3t....... Bfs Bfs b6(s) 
6 a3(b) Nf3(e) bxc3 Bb5t(i) Nh3(n) Bb5 
Bxc3 Nbc6 Qd7(f) cé Ne7(o) c6 
7  Bxc3 Bb5 ad(g) Ba4 Bg5 Ba4 
Nc6(c) Bxc3t Ba6 Ba6(j) Nbc6 a5 
8 Nf3 bxc3 Bxa6 Nce2 Bb5 a3 
exd4 Qa5 Nxa6 Bb5 Bd7 Bxc3 
9 Nxd4 Bxc6t Qg4 Bb3! 0-0-0 Bxc3 
Nxe5 bxc6 f5 c5(k) h6é Ba6 
10 Nxe6 Bd2 Qhst c3 Be3 Bd2 
Bxe6 Qa4 g6 Nc6 a6 Bb5 
11 Bxe5 0-0 Qe2 Nf3 Be2 Bxb5 
Ncé! Nfs Nbs Nge7 Qc8 cxb5 
12 -Bg3 Rfcl h4 0-0 Nf4 Qe4 
Qf6 = 0-0 = hé(h) Nf5()) Qb7(p) f5(t) 


(a) 5... Nc6 6 Nb5 Bxd2t 7 Qxd2 Nxd4 8 Nxd4 cxd4 9 f4 Qb6 10 0-0-0 Ne7 
11 Nf3 Nc6 12 Nxd4 is a bit better for White, Gluackman-—Sharavdorj, Bled Ol. 
2002. 


(b) 6 NbS Bxd2t 7 Qxd2 0-0 8 c3 Nbc6 9 f4 a6 10 Nd6 cxd4 11 cxd4 f6 12 Nf3 
Ngé6 =, Timman—Agdestein, Taxco Int 1985. 


(c) Black can land in trouble with 7... cxd4 8 Qxd4 Nbc6 9 Qg4 Nfb 10 Nf3 
0-0 11 Bd3 +, Keres—Spassky, Moscow 1967. The column is Hector—Berg, 
Swedish Chp. 2006. 


(d) A tricky line is 5 Nf3 Nc6 6 dxc5 Nge7 7 Bd3 d4 (7....Ng6 8 Bxg6 and 
9 Be3 +) 8 a3 Bad 9 b4 Nxb4 10 axb4 Bxb4 11 Bb5St Bd7! (Fine—Botvinnik, 
AVRO 1938, continued 11... Nc6?! 12 Bxc6t bxc6 13 Ra4! Bxc3t 14 Bd2 + 
and Fine went on to score a quick victory) 12 Qxd4 Bxc3t 13 Qxc3 Bxb5 =. 


(e) 6 dxc5 (6 a3?! Qa5!) 6... Nbc6 7 Bd2 Nfs 8 Nf3 Bxc5 9 Bd3 h5 10 Qf4 
Nce7 = Leko—Hertneck, Moscow Ol. 1994. The column is Hebden—Vaganian, 
Hastings 1982/83. 


(f) On 6... Ba6or6...Ne7 White creates play on the kingside with 7 Qg4 since 
there is no painless way to defend g7. For example, J. Polgar—L.B. Hansen, Vej- 
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strup 1989, saw 6 .. . Ne7 7 Qe4 Kfé 8 Nf3 Ba6 9 Bd3 c5 10 dxc5 Bxd3 11 cxd3 
bxc5 12 0-0 Nd7 13 a4 =. 


(g) Equally good is 7 Qg4 f5 8 Qg3 Ba6 9 Bxa6 Nxa6 10 Ne2 0-0-0 (10... Nb8 
11 Nf4 threatens 12 Nxe6! Qxe6 13 Qxg7) 11 a4 Kb7 12 0-0 Qf7 (12... Nb8 
13 ab +) 13 c4 Ne7 14 Bg5 dxc4 15 Qc3 +, Fischer—Bisguier, U.S. Chp. 1957. 


(h) 13 a5 b5 14 Nh3 a6 15 Nf4 Ne7 16 g4 &, G. Garcia—Formanek, World Open 
2002. 


(i) The intention of this move is to avoid the exchange of light-squared bishops if 
possible. On 6 Nf3 Ne7 7 Bd3 Ba6 Black has good chances for equality. 


(j) 7...a5 8 Nce2 Ba6 9 Nf3 Ne7 10 0-0 NfS 11 Rel b5 12 Bb3 c5 13 c3 +, 
Fedorowicz—Zerm, Philadelphia 1997. 


(k) 9...Ne7 10 Nf3 Bc4 11 Bxc4 dxc4 12 Ng3 h6 13 0-0 Ngé6 14 Nh5 Qd5 15 Qe2 
Nd7 16 b3 +, Kruppa—Moroz, Kherson 1989. 


(1) 13 Re1 Be7 14 Bc2 g6 15 Nf4 +, Cabrilo—Arancibia, Manila Int. 1990. 


(m) 5 Bd2 Bfé! (5 . . . Ne7 is also reasonable) 6 Nf3 Ne7 7 h4 h5 8 Bg5 Qd7 9 Bb5 
c6 10 Bd3 Ba6 =, van der Wiel—Portisch, Tilburg 1988. 


(n) Other choices are: (A):6 Nf3 Qd7 7 Be2 Ba6 8 0-0 Ne7 9 Rd1 Nf5 10 Bxa6 Nxa6 
11 Ne2 (Spraggett—Gonzalez Rodriguez, Spain 2006) 11 .. . Nb4 =. (B) 6 Bg5 
Qd7 7 £4h6 8 Bh4 h5 9 Qh3 Ba6 10 Nf3 Nh6 =, Topalov—Vaganian, Groningen 
1993. 


(o) (A) 6... Ba6é 7 Nb5 Qd7 8 a4 Ne7 9 Nf4 Ng6 10 Nh5 Rg8 11 Bhé! +, Tal— 
Karner, USSR 1979. (B) 6...Qd7 7 Nf4 g6 8 h4 h5 9 Qf3 Ne7 10 p4 x, 
Chibukhchian—Minasian, Yerevan 2005. 


(p) 13 Q£3 0-0-0 14 Nh5 Be8 15 g4 Kb8 16 Qg2 Re8 17 Qf1 Ka7 18 £4 with pres- 
sure, Perenyi—Portisch, Hungary 1987. 


¢ 
N. 


(q) 4...Ne7 is sometimes played to confuse White. After 5 a3 Bxc3t 6 bxc3 c5 
or 6...b6 play:transposes into the main line Winawer or into column 51. 
4...Ne75 Bd2?!c5 is column 49. 


(r) (A) 5 a3 Bxc3t (5... Bf8 6 Bb5 c6 7 Ba4 is similar to column 52) 6 bxc3 b6 
transposes to column 51. (B) 5 Qg4 £56 Qg3 b6 7 Nh3 Ba6 8 Bxa6 Nxa6 9 Nf4 +. 


(s) 5... Ne7 6 Qg4 Nfs 7 Bd3 hs 8 Qf4 Nc6 9 Bxfs exfs 10 Nf3 +, Nunn—Hort, 
Amsterdam 1988. : 


(t) 13 Qh5t g6 14 Qe2 h6 15 h4 Nc6 16 Qd3 Nge7 17 Ne2 +, Khalifman—Panzer, 
Germany 1993. 
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FRENCH DEFENSE 


Winawer Variation, Fourth-Move Alternatives 


1 e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 Nc3 Bb4 
55 56 57 58 59 60 
4. N@2eeiiciececcitadeiwaiins OSs ivaavieisiseds sess Save vans BdZ.......... Qe24?!(p) 
dxe4 Bxe3t dxe4 f6 
5 a3 bxe3 Qg4 Qxg7 
B@7.2veensss Bxc3t dxe4 Nf6(m) Rg8 
6 Nxe4 Nxc3 Qg4(g) Qxg7 Qh6 
Nc6(a) Nec6(d) Nf6 Rg8 Rg6 
7  Bf4(b) Bb5(e) Qxg7 Qhé Qe3 
Nf6 Ne7 Rg8 Qxd4(n) c5 
8 Qd3 Bgs Qh6 0-0-0 Bd2 
0-0 6 Nbd7........ Rg6(j) Bfs Ngé4!(q) 
9 0-0-0 Be3 Ne2 Qda(k) Qh4 Qd3 
Nd5 0-0 b6(h) b6 Rg4 Nc6 
10 h4 Qd2 Ng3 Bb2 Qh3 Nge2 
f5 f5 Bb7 Bb7 Qxf2 cxd4 
11 Ng5 0-0-0 Be2 0-0-0 Be2 Nxd4 
Rbe!? a6 Qe7 Qe7 Rh4 Nxf2 
12 Bd2 Bxc6 0-0 c4 Qxh4! Kxf2 
b5(c) Nxc6(f) 0-0-0(i) Nbd7(I) Qxh4(o)  =Bcd(r) 


(a) Also good is 6... Nf6: (A) 7 Qd3 0-0 8 Bf4 Nbd7 9 0-0-0 Nxe4 10 Qxe4 c5 =, 
Gipslis—Krogius, Moscow 1991. (B) 7 N2c3 0-0 8 Be3?! (8 Bc4 =) 8... Nxe4 
9 Nxe4 f5 10 Nc3 f4 11 Bc1 Nc6 +=, Keres—Mikenas, Moscow 1940. 


(b) 7 Be3 Nf6 8 N2c3 0-0 9 Ng3 b6 10 Be2 Bb7 11 0-0 Qd7 12 Qd2 Rfd8 =, 
Alekhine—Euwe, World Chp. 1935. 


(c) 13 Nf4 (Westerinen—Casadei, Cattolica 1993), now Black should play 
13... Qd6=instead of the game continuation 13 ... Nxf4 14 Bxf4 b4 15 Qc4 =. 


(d) (A) No help is 6... Nf67! 7 Bg5 +. (B) 6... £5 7 £3! exf3 8 Qxf3 Qxd4 9 Qg3 
Nf6 10 Qxg7 Qedt 11 Be2 Rg8 12 Qhé Rg6 13 Qh4 Bd7 14 Bg5! Bc6 15 0-0-0 
Bxg2 16 Rhe1 Be4 17 BhS Nxh5 18 Rd&t Kf7 19 Qxh5 Resigns, Alekhine— 
Nimzovich, Bled 1931. 


(e) 7d5 exd5 8 Qxd5 Nge7 9 Qxd8t Nxd8 10 Nxe4 Bf5 =, Westerinen—Rozentalis, 
Gausdal 2003. 


(f) 13 Bg5 Qd7 14 d5 Ned 15 f3 b5 = as White has compensation for the pawn, 
Hector—Petersen, Copenhagen 2005. 
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(g) The gambit 6 £3 exf3 7 Nxf3 Nf6 8 Bd3 allows White very good attacking 
chances. Black is wise to decline it with 6 .. ..e5 7 Be3 Nf6 8 dxe5 Nd5 =. 


(h) 9... c5 10 Ng3 Qc7 11 BbS! (11 Qe3 Qc6 =) 11... Rg6 12 Qd2 a6 13 Be2 b6 
14 0-0 Bb7 15 £3 +. 


(i) Ker—Berkes, Calvia Ol. 2004. Instead of 13 £3?! as played in the game, White 
should play 13 a4 or 13 Qh4 with equal chances. 


(j) 8...c5 9 Ne2 Nc6 10 dxc5 Rg6 11 Qd2 Bd7 12 Rb1 Qc7 13 Qd6 +, Smyslov- 
Botvinnik, World Chp. 1954. 


(k) 9 Qe3 looks more natural, but after 9... Nc6 10 Bb2 Ne7! Black will gain time 
attacking the queen. 


(1) 13 Ne2 0-0-0 14 Nc3 c5 15 d5 exd5 16 Nxd5 Nxd5 17 cxd5 Rd6 18 c4 b5 =, 
R. Byrne-Sherzer, New York 1988. 


(m) Bold, but probably good is 5 . . . Qxd4 6 0-0-0 f5 7 Qg3 Bdé 8 Bf4 Bxf4t 9 Qxf4 
Qc5 10 f3 Nfé =, Ucha—Luther, Peregrina Open 2002. 


(n) 7...Nc6 8 0-0-0 Rg6 9 Qh4 Bxc3 10 Bxc3 Qd5 11 b3 Ne7 12 £3 +, Keres— 
Botvinnik, World Chp. 1948. 


(0) 13 g3 Qhé 14 Bxh6 Bxh6t 15 Kb1 Bd7 16 h4 Bcé6 =, Ribshtein—SIvanov, 
Greece 2003. 


(p) 4 exd5 exd5 transposes into the Exchange Variation. 


(q) In Planinc-R. Byrne, Moscow 1975, White gained an edge after the natural- 
looking 8... Nc6?! 9 Bb5! Bd7 10 Bxc6 Bxc6 11 Nge2 dxe4 12 dxc5 Ng4 
13 Qd4 Qxd4 14 Nxd4 +. 


(r) 13 Be3 Qfét 14 Ke1 Bxd4 15 Bxd4 Qxd4 with at least equality for Black. 
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FRENCH DEFENSE 
Tarrasch Variation, 3... Nf6 Main Line 
1 e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 Nd2 Nf6 4 e5 Nfd7 5 Bd3 c5 6 c3 


61 62 63 64 65 66 
NGG? fs gdscocudveceudeacceviudee. ec0 itac tenis dete demebsolnetd Seon ss siats b6 
7 GNO@2eiccteseceseeeen does dank prdecndavesceeeiadon eegedateas Negf3 Ne2(v) 
cxd4(a) Qb6 Ba6 
8 cxd4 0-0 Ba6 
16 wsiddesiciaie Bie aed ete tie e Qb6(p) cxd4(s) Nxa6 
9 OXIG ec eianinhaeetel soak Nf4(k) Nf3 cxd4 0-0 
Nxf6(b) Nxd4(I) fe «J Nxd4 b5(w) 
10 0-0 Qh5t exf6 Nxd4 a4(x) 
Bd6 Ke7 Nxf6 Qxd4 b4 
11 Nf£3(c) exf6t 0-0 Nf3 c4 
(0 ~ 0-0 Nxf6 Bd6é Qb6 Nc7 
12 Bgd(d) Bf4 Ng6t Nc3! Qa4 Nf4 
0-0 Bxf4. hxp6 0-0 Qb4(t) Be7 
13 Bh4(e) Nxf4 Qxh8 Be3(q) Qc2 cxd5 
e5(f) Ne4(h) Kf7(m) Bd7 Qc5 exd5 
14 dxe5 g3(i) 0-0(n) a3 Bxh7 dxc5 
Nxe5(g) g5(j) e5(o) Be8!(r) b6(u) Nxc5(y) 


(a) Delaying the exchange on d4 is possible: 7 . . .f6 8 Nf4 Qe7 9 exf6 Qxf6 10 Nf3 
Bd6 (10 .. . cxd4 11 0-0!) 11 Nh5 Qe7 12 0-0 Nf6 13 Nxf6ét gxf6 14 Rel +, 
Spiegal-C. Mann, German League 2002. 


(b) 9... Qxf6 10 Nf3 h6 11 0-0 Bd6 12 Be3 0-0 13 Bc2 +, Berg—Olsson, Swedish 
Chp. 2005. 


(c) Noteworthy is 11 f4!? Qb6 12 Nf3 0-0 13 Kh1 Bd7 14 a3 Ne7 15 Nc3 Nf5 
16 Ne5 Be8 17 g4 Ne7 18 Qe2 Rd8, Rodin—Smirov, Russian Club Chp. 1995. 
White has chances for the initiative in this double-edged position. 


(d) (A) 12 Nc3 a6 13 Bg5 0-0 14 Bh4 Nh5 15 Rei g6! 16 Bg5 Qg7 17 Be3 Bd7 
18 Bf1 h6 19 g3 Be8 20 Bg2 g5 =, Rogic—Beliavsky, PortoroZ 1996. (B) 12 g3 0-0 
13 Bf4 Bd7 14 Rc1 Rae8 15 Qd2 +, Brynell—Gleizerov, Stockholm 2000. 


(e) 13 Rc1 Ng4 14 Ng3 g6 15 Nd2 Nf6 16 Nb3 +, Brynell-Hedman, Rilton Cup 
2006. 


(f) 13... .Nh5 14 Qc2 h6 15 Bgé is slightly better for White after both 15 . . . Rxf3 
16 gxf3 Bxh2t 17 Khi Nf4 18 Ng3 and 15... Nf4 16 Nxf4 Bxf4 17 Rfe1. 


(g) 15 Nxe5 Bxe5 16 Bg3 Bxg3 17 Nxg3 Qb6 18 Qd2 Bd7 19 h3 Rad8 20 Rfe1 +, 
G. Shahade—Sarkar, New York 2002. 
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(h) 13... Qd6 14 p3 e5 15 dxe5 Nxe5 16 Nxe5 Qxe5 17 Qb3 +, Timman—Kuiff, 
Dutch Chp. 1987. 


(i) White has other choices: (A) 14 Ne2 Rxf3! 15 gxf3 Ng5 16 Kh1 (16 f4 Nf3t 
17 Kg2 Qh4 18 Kxf3 Qh3t 19 Ng3 e5 -) 16... e5 17 dxe5 Nxf3 18 Bxh7t Kh8 
19 Ngl Ncd4 20 Nxf3 Bg4! 21 Nxd4 Bxd1 22 Raxd1 Kxh7 =, Maze—Apicella, 
French Chp. 2004. (B) 14 Qc1 Ng5 15 Nxg5 Qxg5 16 Ne2 Qxc1 17 Raxc1 a6 
18 a3 Bd7 19 Rc5 Rac8 20 Rfci Na7 21 Rc7 Bc6 =, De la Riva—De La Villa, Pam- 
plona 1998, 


(j) 15 Nh5 Bd7 16 Ned Be =, Rublevsky—Ulibin, Russian Chp. 2003. 


(k) White cannot maintain the pawn center since 9 f4 fxe5 10 fxe5?! Nxd4 nets a 
pawn for insufficient compensation. 


() 9...Qe7 10 Nf3 fxe5 11 dxe5 Ndxe5 12 Nxe5 Nxe5 12 Qh5t Nf7 14 0-0 
g6 15 Qe2 Bg7 16 Bb5t Kf8 17 Be3 with good compensation for the pawn, 
C. Horvath—Hoang Thanh Trang, Budapest 2002. 


(m) 13... e5!? 14 Nf3 (safer than 14 Bxg6 e4 15 0-0 Ne2+16 Khi Nf4) 14... Nxf3t 
15 gxf3 Bf5 16 Bxf5 gxf5 17 Bg5 Qadt 18 Kf1 e4 19 Qh3 leaves White with the 
better of the complications, Kholmov—Jurek, Decin 1996. 


(n) 14 Qh4 e5 15 Nf3 Nxf3t 16 gxf3 Bfs 17 Bxf5 gxf5 18 Bg5 Qa5t 19 Kf1 g6 =, Ni 
Hua—Wang Hao, China 2003. 


(o) 15 Nb3 (15 Nf3 Nxf3t =) 15... Nxb3 16 axb3 Bf5 17 Bxf5 gxfs 18 Bg5 Bcd 
19 Qh3 Qd7 =, Unzicker—Libeau, Miinster 1994, 


(p) 8...Nb6 9 a3 a5 10 b3 Bd7 11 0-0 Rc8 12 Bb2 Be7 13 f4 +, Estrin—Arapovié, 
Lublin 1978. 


(q) 13 a3 Bd7 14 Bg5 Kh8 15 Na4 Qc7 16 Rc1 Be8 17 Qd2 Ngé4 =, Christiansen— 
Akobian, New York 2003. 


(r) 15 Ng5 Ne7 16 Qc2 Bg6 17 g3 Rfe8 =, Barua—Neelotpal, Doha 2003. 
(s) Declining the pawn is also possible—8 .. . Be7 9 Re1 g5 10 Nf1 cxd4 ~, 


(t) 12... Be7 13 Qg4 g6 14 h4 allows White dangerous kingside play for the 
pawn. 


(u) 15 Bf4 Ba6 16 Rfc1 Qxc2 17 Bxc2 Nc5 =, Furman—Uhlmann, Polanica Zdroj 
1967. Black’s calm defense takes the sting out of the pawn sacrifice. White can 
try 14 Qe2 Qbé6 in this line, but he has no more than equality. 


(v) (A) 7 Nh3 Ba6 8 Bxa6 Nxa6 9 0-0 Nc7 10 Qg4 f5 =, Brynell-Yusupov, Rilton 
Cup 2003. (B) 7 f4!? Ba6 8 Bb1 cxd4 9 cxd4 Nc6 10 Ndf3 Qc7 11 Be3 Bb4t 
12 Kf2 Rc8 13 f5 with kingside initiative, Licina—Horvath, Moscow 1994, 


(w) 9...Nc7 10 Nf4 Be7 11 Qg4 g6 12 Rel Qc8 13 c4 dxc4 14 Nxc4 0-0 
15 dxc5 +, Kestler-Keene, Mannheim 1975. 


(x) White also keeps an edge with 10 Nf4 Be7 11 Qg4 g6 12 Nf3 c4 13 h4 hd 
14 Qg3 +, Rublevsky—Kosyrev, Russia 2005. 


(y) 15 Nb3 0-0 16 Be3 N5e6 17 Nxe6 Nxe6 18 f4 g6 19 f5 +, Rozentalis—Shabalov, 
New York 1997. 


FRENCH DEFENSE 
Tarrasch Variation, 3... Nf6 and Unusual Third Moves 
1 e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 Nd2 


67 68 69 70 71 72 
NEG (selec Peds et ees AGH isi ta ivier eve ae Be7(s) 
4 e5(a) Nopf3......00 e5 Nef3 
Nfd7(b) c5(n) Bd7(p) Nf6é 
5 f4(c) dxc5 Nef3(q) e5 
c5 Bxc5 Bb5 Nfd7 
6 c3 Bd3 Be2 Bd3 
Nc6 Nc6(o) Bxe2 c5 
7 NFS oo. eee eee ene eee Ngf3 0-0 Qxe2 c3 
cxd4(d)..... Qad a5(1) Nge7 c5 b6 
8 cxd4 Be3(h) Bb5 c3 dxc5" Qe2 
Qb6 b5(i) Qb6 0-0 Bxc5 cxd4 
9 g3(e) dxc5 Qa4 Re! | 0-0 cxd4 
Bb4t b4 cxd4 Ng6é Nc6 a5 
10 Kf2 Nd4(j) Nxd4?!(m) exd5 c4! Nf1 
g5 Qxc5 Nc5d exd5 Nge7 Ba6 
11 Be3(f) Qa! Qc2 Nb3 cxd5 Bxa6 
g4 Bb7 Bd7 Be7 Nxd5 Rxa6 
12 Nd2 Bb5 Bxc6 h3 + Qc4 Ng3 
£6(g) Ncb8(k) bxc6 = Be7(r) Ra7(t) 


(a) 4 Bd3 c5 5 exd5 (5 dxc5 dxe4 =)5...Qxd5=. 


(b) On 4... Ne4 5 Bd3 f5 (5... Nxd2 6 Bxd2 c5 7 dxc5 =) 6 exf6 Nxf6 7 Ngf3 
Bd6 8 0-0 0-0 9 Rel c5 10 dxc5 Bxc5 11 Nb3 Bb6 12 Nbd4 +, Anand—Mariotti, 
Thessaloniki Ol. 1988. 


(c) 5 Ngf3 c5 6 c3 Nc6 7 Bd3 transposes into column 65. 


(d) 7... Qb6 is often played, delaying the exchange of pawns, which is rarely of 
any significance. 


(e) (A) Spassky’s 9 h4 can be met by 9..,Be7! 10 g3 a5 11 Kf2 a4 12 Nez f6 
13 Kg2 0-0 14 h6 a3 15 b3 f5 with chances for both sides, Adams—Dimitrov, 
Elenite 1993, (B) 9 Ne2 {6 10 g3 Bb4t =, 


(f) (A) 11 ha gxf4 12 Bxf4 {6 =, Fernandes~Dias, Lisbon 2000. (B) 11 fxg5 Ndxeb 
12 Nxe5 Nxe5 13 Be3 Nc4 =, (C) 11 Ne2 £6 12 exf6 pxf4 13 £74 Kxf7 14 Kg2 
Rf8 o, Kempen-Gibbs, corr. 1994. 
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(g) 13 a3 fxe5 14 fxe5 Rfst 15 Kg2 Bxd2 16 Qxd2 Ncxe5 17 dxe5 d4 18 Bxd4 Qc6t. 
19 Nf3 gxf3t =, Furhoff—-A. Olsson, Stockholm 2002, 


(h) Black is posed few problems by the old 8 Kf2 Be7 9 Bd3 Qb6 10 Ne2 f6 11 exf6 
Bxf6 =, Reshevsky—Vaganian, Skopje 1976. 


(i) White has a simple advantage after 8...cxd4 9 Nxd4 Nxd4 10 Bxd4 Nb8 
11 Nf3 Nc6 12 Be3 Bd7 13 Bd3, Solak—Kosyrev, Internet 2002. 


(j) 10 a3 b3 11 Ne2 (11 Qxb3 Bxc5 o) 11... Bxc5 12 Bxc5 Nxc5 13 Ned4 Nxd4 
14 Nxd4 +, Dolmatov—Prandstetter, Hradec Kralove 1981. 


(k) Schandorff—Knudsen, Arhus 1983, continued 13 Nge27! bxc3 14 bxc3 a6 @, 
White should play 13 Kf2 bxc3 14 Nxe6 with a clear advantage in the compli- 
cations. 


() 7...Qb6 8 Nb3 cxd4 9 cxd4 a5 10 a4 Bb4t 11 Kf2 f6 12 Be3 0-0 =, Steinitz— 
Schiffers, Russia 1896. 


(m) White should accept equality with 10 cxd4 Na7 11 Bd3 Qb4. The column is 
Palmiotto—Bascetta, corr. 1989. 


(n) 4... Nf6 5 Bd3 c5 6 exd5 exd5 (6... . Qxd5 is probably better) 7 dxc5 Bxc5 
8 Nb3 Qe7t 9 Qe2 +, Tiviakov—Zhukova, Valle d'Aosta 2002, 


(0) 6... Nf6 7 0-0 dxe4 8 Nxe4 Be7 9 Qe2 Nbd7 10 c4 0-0 11 Bg5, and White has 
a distinct edge, Gelfand—Dolmatov, Moscow 1989. The column is Speel- 
man-—Schussler, Thessaloniki Ol. 1988, in which Black had no compensation 
for his isolated queen-pawn. 


(p) 4...c5 5 c3 Nc6 6 Ndf3 Bd7 7 Bd3 (7 dxc5?! Bxc5 8 Bd3 Nge7 =) 7... Rc8 
8 Ne2 cxd4 9 Nexd4 Nge7 10 Qe2 Nxd4 11 Nxd4 Nc6 12 0-0 Qc7 13 Nxc6 
Bxc6 14 Rel +, Aronin—Shamkovich, USSR 1952. 


(q) Black quickly equalized after 5 Ne2 c5 6 Nf3 Bb5 7 c3 Nc6 8 Be3 cxd4 9 Nexd4 
Bxf1 10 Kxf1 Nge7, Oll-Topalov, Ibercaja 1992. 


(r) 13 Qg4 0-0 14 Ne4 +. The column is an improvement on Lau—Eingorn, Palma 
de Mallorca 1989, which saw instead 11 Rd1 0-0 12 Ne4 Qb6! =. 


(s) 3...dxe4 4 Nxe4 is the Rubinstein Variation. Black's rarely played alterna- 
tives are suspect: (A) 3... £5?! 4 exf5 exf5 5 Ndf3! Nfé 6 Bd3 Bdé 7 Nez 0-0 
80-0 +, Psakhis—Shilov, USSR 1978. (B) 3... b6 4 Ngf3 Be7 5 Bd3 dxe4 6 Nxe4 
Bb7 7 0-0 Nf6 8 Qe2 0-0 9 Bf4 Nbd7 10 Rad1 +, Hellers—Kekki, Nordic Chp. 
1985. 


(t) 13 h4 h6 14 Nh5d g6 15 Nf4 Qc8 16 Be3 Bb4t 17 Kf1 +, Ehlvest—Lputian, 
Manila Int. 1993. 


233 


12 


13 


(a) Other moves fall short: (A) 6... Qe7t?! 7 Be2! cxd4 8 0-0 Qd8 9 Nb3 Bdé 
10 Nbxd4 Nge7 11 b3! 0-0 12 Bb2 Ng6 13 c4 +, Tal-Holm, Kapfenberg 1970. 
(B) 6... a6 7 Bxc6t bxc6 8 0-0 Bd6 9 dxc5 Bxc5 10 Nb3 Bb6 11 Be3! Bxe3 
12 Rei +. (C) 6... Bd7 7 0-0 Nxd4 8 Nxd4 cxd4 9 Qe2t Be7 10 Nf3 +, 
Alekhine—Bartoszek, Prague 1943. 


(b) 7... Qe7t 8 Qe2 Bxc5 9 Nb3 Qxe2t 10 Kxe2 Bb6 11 Be3 Bg4 12 h3 Bhd 
13 Bxb6 +, Tal—Korchnoi, USSR Chp. 1973. 


(c) 9... Bb6 is not as reliable—10 Re1 0-0 11 Be3 Bxe3 12 Rxe3 Bg4 13 h3 Bhd 
14 Qd2 Bxf3 15 Rxf3 Qb6 16 a4 +, McShane—Korchnoi, Reykjavik 2003. 


(d) (A) 10 Nbd4 transposes into the next column. (B) 10 Bg5 0-0 11 Bh4 Qb6 
12 Bd3 a5 13 a4 Nf5! =, Klundt—Korchnoi, Euro Senior Chp. 2006. (C) 10 Bxc6t 
bxc6 11 Qd4 0-0 12 Bf4 Nf5 13 Qa4 a5! 14 Rfel Be6 =, Smagin—W. Schmidt, 
Copenhagen 1990. 


(e) A major alternative is 11 Bg5 Bg4 with further choices: (A) 12 Bh4 Qc7 13 Bg3 
Rad8 14 c3 Nf5 15 Bxd6 Rxd6 16 h3 +, Fedorchuk—Vaganian, Bundesliga 
2006. (B) 12 h3 Bhs 13 Bxc6 bxc6 14 Nbd4 Rc8 15 c4 h6 16 Bxe7 (16 Bh4 g5) 
16... Bxe7 17 g4 Bg6 18 Ned Bcd =, Wolff-Gulko, New York 1987. (C) 12 Be2 


Bxc5(b) 


0-0 
Ne7 


Nb3 
Bd6(c) 


Re1(d) 
0-0 


Bd3(e) 
hé 


h3 
Nf5 


c3 
Qfé(f) 
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‘Tarrasch Variation 


1 e4 e6 2 d4.d5 3 Nd2 c5 4 exd5 exd5 
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Be3(h) 
Bg4 


h3 
Bhs 


Qd2 
ReB 


c3 
Bb&(i) 
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76 


dxc5 
Nxc5 


Nb3(p) 
Nce4 
Nfd4 
Qd7 

£3 

Nd6é 
Nc5d 
Qc7(q) 
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Qe2t(r) 
Be7(s) 


dxc5 
Nf6 
Nb3 
0-0 
Be3(t) 
Re8 


Nf3 
a6 


Bd3 
dat 


Nfxd4 
Nxd4. 


Nxd4 
Bxc5(u) 
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Qe2t 
Be7! 


dxc5 
Nf6é 


Nb3(v) 
0-0 
Be3(w) 
Re8 


0-0-0(x) 
a6 


Bxd7 
Nbxd7 


Qd2 
a5 


a4 
Qc7 = 


Re8 13 c3 h6 14 Bh4 Qb6 15 Bxe7 Rxe7! 16 Qxd5 Rae’ 17 Qd2 a5 with active 
play, Psakhis—Vaganian, Moscow 1981. 


(f) 14 Bc2 Rds (14... Be6 15 Qd3 Rfe8 16 Bd2 g6 17 Re? Bfs 18 Rae1 +, Wolff- 
Benjamin, San Francisco 1991) 15 Qd3 g6 16 Qd2 Bf8 17 Qf4 Bg7 18 Bd2 g5 
19 Qh2 +, Adams—Yusupov, French League 2005. 


(g) 8 Nxd4?! Bxh2t! 9 Kxh2 Qh4t 10 Kg1 Qxd4 =, Geller—Ivkov, Skopje 1969. 


(h) 10 c3 (10 Bg5 f6 11 Be3 Ne5 12 Re1 a6 =) 10... Bg4 11 Qa4 Qd7 12 Be3 a6 
13 Be2 Nxd4 14 Qxd4 Nc6 =, Karpov—Korchnoi, World Chp. 1974. 


(i) 14 Bf4 Bxf4 15 Qxf4 Bxf3 16 Nxf3 Qb6 17 Bxc6 bxc6 =, Kunzelman—Schwarz, 
corr. 1989. This line is more comfortable for White, although it produces no 
significant edge. 


(j) White also gains a plus from the straightforward 6 dxc5 Bxc5 7 Nb3 Ba7 8 Bg5 
Nf6 (8... Ne7 9 Qd2 0-0 10 0-0-0 +) 9 Qe2t Be6 10 Nbd4 Qe7 11 0-0-0 0-0 
12 Nf5 +, Jansa—Andersson, Biel Int. 1985. 


(k) Less committal is 6 .. . Nf6 7 0-0 Be7 8 dxc5 Bxc5 9 Nb3 Ba7 10 Bg5 0-0 11 c3 
Re8 12 Nfd4 +, Pavasovic-Tkachiev, Austrian League 2006. 


(1) Safer play is 8... cxb3 9 axb3 Ne7 10 Re1 0-0 11 Nf1 Nbc6 12 Ne3 Bf4 13 c3 
Re8 14 Bd3 Be6 15 Ra2 +, Molchanova—Grabuzova, Russian League 2004. 


(m) White obtains great compensation for a knight after 9... c37! 10 axb5! cxd2 
11 Bxdz. 


(n) Black is under heavy attack. Geller-Dreev, New York 1990, continued 14 Rb1 
Qxc4 15 Rxb7 Nc6 16 Nd2! Qxd4 17 Bb2 Qxa4 18 Re4 Qa2 19 Bxg7 0-0-0 
20 Rb3 BE6 21 Qg4t Ke7 22 Qf4t Kc8 23 Bxf6 Nxf6 24 Qxf6 Qxe2 25 Qfst Re- 
signs. 

(o) 5...c46b3 cxb3 7 axb3 Bb4 8 Ne5 Ne7 9 Bd3 Nbc6 10 0-0 Bc3 11 Ra4 Bxd4 
12 Nxc6 Nxc6 13 Ba3 Be6 14 Nf3 Bb6 15 Qa1 with attacking chances for the 
pawn, Carlsen—P, Nikolic, Wijk aan Zee 2005. 


(p) (A) 10 Nd4 Qd7 11 Qf3 0-0 12 N2b3 Nce4 13 Qfs (13 Nf5 Bd8! =) 13... Rfc8 
14 Re1 Bf8 15 c3 with a tiny edge, Kasparov—Kharitonov, USSR Chp. 1988. 
(B) 10 Re1 0-0 11 Nf1 Re8 12 Be3 a5 13 Re2 b5 14 Bd4 Ne6 is about equal, 
Rozentalis—Bareev, Elista Ol. 1998. 


(q) 14 Nd3 0-0 15 b3 (c3!?) 15... Rad8 16 Be3 Rac8 17 Qd2 Bd8! 18 Bf2 Qa5 =, 
Navara—Socko, Bundesliga 2006. 


(r) 6 Ne2 Nf6 7 0-0 Bd6 8 dxc5 Bxc5 9 Nb3 Bb6 10 Ned4 0-0! 11 Nxc6 bxc6 
12 Bxc67! Ng4! threatening 13 . ..Qh4 witha deadly attack, Yudasin—Vaganian, 
USSR 1982. 


(s) White has the better endgame on 6 .. . Qe7 7 dxc5 Qxe2t 8 Nxe2 Bxc5 9 Nb3 
Bb6 10 Bd2 Bd7 (10... Nge7 11 Bb4 +, Euwe-—Botvinnik, 1948) 11 Bc3 f6 
12 0-0 Nge7 13 Bd4 + (Keres). 


(t) Black regains the pawn with good play after 10 Nf3 Re8 11 Be3 Ne4 and cap- 
turing on c5. 


(u) 14 c3 Ng4 15 0-0 Qh4 16 h3 Nxe3 17 fxe3 Bxh3! 18 gxh3 Bxd4 19 cxd4 Qg3t 
20 Kh1 Rxe3 21 Bxh7t! =, Brynell-Schmidt, Naestved 1988. 
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(v) 8 Ngf3 0-0 9 0-0 Bxc5 10 Nb3 Re8 11 Qd3 Bb6 12 Bg5 Bxb5 13 Qxb5 Qd7 =, 
Pokorna—Medic, Istanbul 2003. 


(w) 9 Bg5 runs into 9... Re8 10 0-0-0 a5! 11 a4 Na6 12 Nh3 Nc7! 13 Bxd7 Qxd7 
14 Qe5 Ne6 15 Bxf6 Bxf6 16 Qxd5 Qxa4 when the a-pawn gives Black fine at- 
tacking prospects, Dvoirys—Gruenberg, Sochi 1983. 


(x) 10 Nf3 a6 11 Bd3 a5 12 a4 Ng4 13 0-0 Na6 14 c6 Bxc6 15 Bd4 Nbé4 =, 
Karpov—Bareev, Tilburg 1994. The column is Robatsch—Spassky, Beverwijk 
1967. 
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Nef3 
cxd4(a) 
Bc4 
Qd6(b) 
0-0(c) 
Nf6 


Nb3 
Nc6 


Nbxd4(d) 
Nxd4 


b3(e) 
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Qc7 


Qe2 
h5(g) 
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Tarrasch Variation 
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80 81 82 83 


a6 Bd7(n) Bxd5 


Rel sei0G b3(k) Bf4 0-0 
Qc7(h) Qc7 Qxd4 Bc6 


Bb3 Bb2() = Nxd4 Ne5 
Bd6(i) Bd6 Rc8 Qc7 


Nfs! Nf3 Be2 Rel 
Bxh2t(j) | _b5(m) Nd5(o) Nf6(s) 
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cxd4(t) 


Nxd4(u) 
Nfé 


exd5(v) 
Nxd5 


N2f3 
Be7 


Bc4 
a6 
0-0 
b5 


Bb3 
Bb7 


c3 
0-0 
Rel 
Nc6 


Nfs 
Bfé(w) 


(a) 5... Nc6 6 Bc4 Qd8 7 dxc5 Bxc5 8 0-0 Nf6 9 Qe2 Qc7 10 Ne4 Be7 11 Re1 Bd7 


12 b3 0-0-0 13 Bb2 +, Nunn—Levitt, London 1983. 


(b) (A) Trying to retain the extra pawn with 6...Qc5 leads to trouble—7 Qe2 


Nc6 8 Nb3 Qb6 9 0-0 Nge7 10 Rd1 Nf5 11 Bd3 Nd6 12 a4 a6 13 a5 Qa7 14 Ra4 
Nb5 15 Bxb5 axb5 16 Raxd4! Nxd4 17 Nfxd4 +, Beliavsky—P. Nikolié, Wijk 
aan Zee 1984. (B) 6... Qd8 7 0-0 a6 8 Nb3 Qc7 9 Bd3 Nc6é 10 Nbxd4 Nxd4 
11 Nxd4 Bd6 12 h3 Ne7 13 Rel 0-0 14 Qh5 Ng6 15 Nf3 with a kingside initia- 
tive, Adams—Dreev, London 1995. 


(c) Castling queenside is also possible—7 Qe2 Nf6 8 Nb3 Nc6 9 Bg5 Qb4t 10 Bd2 


Qb6 11 0-0-0 Bd7 =, Oleksenko—Ni Hua, Balagne 2007. 


(d) Setting Black few problems is 9 Re1 Bd7 10 g3!? (10 Nbxd4 =) 10...Qc7 


11 Bf4 Bd6 12 Bxd6 Qxd6 =, Bensiek—Michel, corr. 1989. 


(e) (A) A major alternative is 11 c3 Qc7 (11. . . 0-0-0 12 Qe2 Qc7 13 a4! +) 12 Qe2 


237 


Bd6 (12... Be7 13 Nb5 Qb8 14 g3 +, Adams—Glek, Places 1996) 13 Nb5 Bxb5 


14 Bxb5t Ke7 15 g3 Rhd8 16 Rel Kf8 17 Qf3 4, Adams—Seirawan, Bermuda 
2000. (B) 11 Bb3 Be7 12 Bg5 0-0 13 Rel Rfd8 14 c3 Qc5 15 Bh4 b5 =, 
Ivanchuk—M. Gurevich, USSR Chp. 1988. 


(f) Less sharp is 11... Be7 12 a4 Qc7 13 Re1 0-0 14 Bb2 Bd6 15 h3 a6 16 Qf3 +, 
Stromberg—Nordstrom, Sweden 1994. 


(g) 143 Ng4! 15 Nf3 Bc6 16 Ne5 Ba3 17 Bxa3 Nxe5d =, Estrada Nieto-Matamores, 
Guayaquil 2003. 


(h) 11... Bd7 12 Bb3 0-0-0 13 Be3 Qc7 14 Qe2 Kb8 15 h3 Bc5 16 Radi =, 
Pavasovic—Kovacevic, Liburnija 2006. 


(i) Black may wish to sidestep the complications by 12... Bd7 13 Qf3 Bd6é 
14 h3 0-0-0 15 Bd2!? Bc6 16 Nxc6 Bh2t 17 Kh1 Rxd2 18 Nb4 =, Marciano— 
Goldewicht, Utasellato 1991. 


14 Kh1 with two defenses: (A) 14... Kf8?! 15 Qd4h6 (15... exf5 16 Qxf6! +) 
16 g3 exf5 17 Bf4 Qc6t 18 Kxh2 +, Beliavsky—Hertneck, Munich 1991. 
(B) 14... 0-0 15 Nxg7 Rd8 16 Qf3 Kxg7 17 Bhét Kg6 18 c3 Nh5 19 Bc1! Bf4 
(19...f5 20 g4! b5 21 gxh5t Kg7 22 Qg2t +, Adams—McDonald, England 
1997) 20 g4 Ng3t 21 fxg3 Bxcl 22 Raxc1 Bd7 23 Kh2 Bc6 24 Qe3 Qe7 25 Rf1 
x, Pavlov—Alexeev, Simferopol 2003. 


(k) 11 a4 Qc7 12 Qe2 Bd6 13 h3 0-0 14 Rd1 b6 15 Bg5 Bh2t 16 Kh1 Bed =, 
Ljubojevié—Hiibner, Wijk aan Zee 1988. 


(1) Black has no difficulties after 12 Qe2 Bc5 13 Bb2 0-0 14 Rad1 b5 15 Bd3 Bb7 
16 Nf3 Qf4, Kotronias—Kindermann, Debrecen 1989. 


(m) 14 Bd3 Bb7 15 h3 0-0 16 Qe2 h6 17 Ned Rfd8 18 f4 Bc5t 19 Kh2 Bd4 =, 
Tal—Hiibner, Brussels 1987. 


(j 


= 


(n) The immediate exchange of queens allows White a small.edge—10 . .. Qxd4 
11 Nxd4 a6 (11... Bd7 12 Be2 Bc5 13 Nb3 Bb6 14 Bd2 =, Tiviakov—Chernin, 
Podolsk 1993) 12 Be2 Bd7 13 Bf4 Nd5 14 -Bg3 Bc5 15 Rfd1, van der Wiel— 
Chernin, Wijk aan Zee 1986. 


(0) 14 Bg3 Bc5 15 Nb3 Bbé 16 c4 Ne7 17 Rfd1 Nfs =, Womacka—Luther, Dresden 
1987, 


(p) Equally good is 5... cxd4 6 Nxd4 Bd7 7 Nxc6 Bxc6 8 Bxc6 bxc6 9 c4 Bcd 
(9... Nf67! 10 Qa4 Qd77! 11 e5) 10 0-0 Ne7 =. 

(q) 7 dxc5 Qa5t 8 Nc3 Bxc5 9 0-0 Nf6 10 Bg5 Rd8 11 Bxf6 gxf6 12 a3 Be7 =, 
Sutovsky—Luther, European Team Chp. 2003. 


(r) Catastrophe befell Black after 8... cxd4 9 Nxd4 Bb4?!.10 0-0 Bxc3 11 bxc3 
Qxc3 12 Nf5! exf5 13 Relt Be6 14 Qd6 a6 15 Bd2! Qxc2 16 Bb4 winning, 
Tal—UhImann, Moscow 1971. 


(s) 14 Bxf6 pgxf6 15 Nxc6 Qxc6 16 Qh5 Be7, Gibbs—Roels, corr. 1988, White has 
just compensation for the pawn. 


(t) Transpositions to other lines occur from 4... a6 (into 3... a6, column 70), 
4...Nf6 5 e5 Nfd7 (into 3...Nf6 4 e5), and 4...Nf6 5 exd5 exd5 (into 
4 exd5 exd5, column 76). 
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(u) White can play 5 exd5 Qxd5 6 Bc4 transposing into 4 exd5 Qxd5 (column 79). 


(v) 6 e5 Nfd7 7 N2{3 Nc6 8 Nxc6 bxc6 9 Bd3 Ba6! 10 0-0 Bxd3 11 Qxd3 Be7 12 c4 
0-0 =, Svidler—Dreev, Rostov 1993. 


(w) 14 Bxd5 exf5 15 Bf4 +, Timman-—Levitt, Staunton Mem. 2006. 
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FRENCH DEFENSE 


Tarrrasch Variation, Guimard’s Line. 
1 e4 eG 2 d4 d5 3 Nd2 Nc6 


85 86 87 88 89 90 
Bs “NGS eiics Seen t tac edia oo uccdueeaneleUelesleSeas esentutl ones d ascites teasteeaetans c3 
Nf6(a) e5(q) 
5 e5 exd5 
Nd7 Qxd5 
6 BezZ.......... Bd3......++. Nb3 ......... Bod: .3iscees CO yew rset Nef3 
£6(b) f6(g) a5(k) a6 {6 exd4 
7 exf6 exf6(h) a4 Bxc6 exf6 Bc4 
Qxf6(c) Qxf6é b6 bxc6 Qxf6 Qfs5(r) 
8 Nf1 0-0 Bg5 Nb3 Be2(o) Nxd4 
Bdé(d) Nxd4(i) Be7 a5(m) Bd6 Nxd4 
9 Ne3 Nxd4 Qd2 Bg5 Nf1 cxd4 
0-0(e) Qxd4 hé Be7 0-0 Be6 
10 00 Rel Bxe7 h4 Ng3 Qa4t 
Qg6 Nf6é Nxe7 h6 Nb6 Bd7 
11s g3 Ne4! Nc1 Be3 Be3 Qb3 
Nf6 Bd7 c5 a4 e5 0-0-0 
12 Nh4 Nxf6t c3 Nc5 dxe5 0-0 
Qea(f) Qxfé(j) 0-0(1) Nxc5(n) Nxe5(p) Bd6(s) 


(a) Too ambitious is 4...e5 5 Bb5 exd4 6 Nxd4 Bd7 7 Nxc6 bxc6 8 Bd3 Bc5 
9 0-0 Nf6 10 e5 Ng4 11 Nf3 +, Fiorito—Feige, Argentina 1997. 


(b) 6... Be7 7 Nf1 0-0 8 Ne3 f6 9 exf6 Nxf6 10 0-0 Bd6 11 c4 b6 12 a3 Ne7 13 b4 
dxc4 14 Nxc4 Nfd5 15 Bd3 hé (Psakhis—Drashko, Sarajevo 1984) 16 Re1 +. ~ 


(c) White obtains a simple edge after 7...Nxf6 8 0-0 Bd6 9 Rel 0-0 10 c4 b6 
11 b3 Bb7 12 Bb2 +, Svidler—-Vysochin, Yurmala 1992. 


(d) 8... e5 9 Ne3 e4 10 Nxd5 Qd6 11 Bc4 exf3 12 0-0 Nb6 13 Re1t Kd7 14 Re! 
Nxc4 15 Rxd6+ Nxd6 16 Bf4 +, Peters—Lakdawala, Long Beach 1992. 


(e) 9... b6 10 0-0 Bb7 11 c4 Ne7 12 b3 0-0-0 13 cxd5 exd5 14 a4 +, Oleksienko— 
Leniart, Ukraine 2006. 


(f) 13 f4 Ne7 14 Bd3 c5 15 c3 b6 16 Qe2 Ne4 17 Ng4 =, D. Popovic—Todorcevic, 
Belgrade 2004. 


(g) 6... Nb4 7 Be2 c5 8 c3 Nc6 9 0-0 +, Nisipeanu—Soln, Trgovina 2002. This is 
similar to the variations arising from 3.:.Nf6 4 e5, except that White has 
gained time from the Black knight’s tour. 
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(h) Hellers—Jacobsen, Groningen 1984, was a wonderful short game—7 Ng5 fxg5? 
8 Qh5t g6 9 Bxg6t hxg6 10 Qxg6t Ke7 11 Ne4! Ndxe5 12 dxe5 Nxe5 13 Qfét 
Kd7 14 Qxe5 dxe4 15 Bxg5 Qe8 16 0-0-0+ Bd6 17 Qb5t c6 18 Rxd6t! Kxd6 
19 Rd1t Kc7 20 Bf4t Resigns. Black can defend better by 7 .. . Ndxe5! 8 dxe5 
fxg5 9 Qh5+t Kd7 10 Nf3 g6 11 Qg4 Be7 12 Nxg5 Qg8 13 Qa4 h6 14 Nf3 Kd8 =, 
Nunn-Short, British Chp. 1979. 


(i) Itis better to decline the pawn with 8... Bd6 9c40-0 10 Nb3 h6 11 Qe2 dxc4 
12 Bxc4 Nb6 13 Bb5 Bd7 14 Be3 a6 15 Bd3 +, Emms-—Titshoff, Miinster 1995. 
The column is Ghinda—Urzica, Romania 1984. 


(j) 13 Qh5t g6 14 Qxd5 +. The column is an improvement on 12 Nd6t? of Zlatic— 
Sebestyan, Hungary 2003. 

(k) (A)6 ... Be7 7 Bb5 0-0 8 0-0 Ncb8 9 c3 b6 10 Nbd2 Ba6 11 a4 c6 12 Bxa6 Nxa6 
13 Qe2 Nc7 14 b3 +, Deep Junior—-Hiibner, Dortmund 2000. (B) 6... 6?! 
7 Bb5 +. 

(l) 13 Bd3 Ba6 14 0-0 Bxd3 15 Nxd3 c4 16 Nf4 b5 17 axb5 Rb8 18 Rfe1 Rxb5 


19 Ra2 Qb6 20 g4 Rb8 21 Re2 =, R. Byrne—Sahovié, Reykjavik 1982. White’s 
kingside play has more potential than Black’s queenside demonstration. 


(m) Sharper is 8... c5 9 Bg5 Be7 10 Na5 Nxe5 11 Nxe5 Bxg5 12 Nac6 Qd6 13 Qh5 
0-0 14 dxc5 Qxc5 15 Qxg5 {6 =, Stojanovic—Berkes, Turin Ol. 2006. 


(n) 13 dxc5 Ba6 14 Qd4 (Tolnai—Monin, Budapest 1990) 14... Bb5 15 Rh3 Qc8 
16 0-0-0 leaves White more freedom to maneuver. 


(0) 8 Bb5 Bd6 9 Nf1 65 10 dxe5 Ncxe5 11 Nxe5 Qxe5t =, Radulov—Szabo, Mon- 
tilla 1975. 


(p) 13 Bxb6 axb6 14 Qxd5t Be6 15 Qxb7 Qf7 16 Rd1 Rxa2 17 0-0 Rxb2 draw 
agreed, De Wit—Brynell, Brussels 1996. 


(q) Action is called for. If instead 4...Nf6 5 e5 Nd7 6 Bd3 f5 7 ga! +, or 
4... dxe4 5 Nxe4 Qd5 6 Bd3 e5 7 Qe2 Be6 8 f4! exf4 9 Nf3 0-0-0 10 Bxf4 +, 
Lauterbach—Dahlgruen, Haifa 1989. 


(r) Interesing is 7... Qh5 8 cxd4 Be6 9 Bxe6 fxe6 10 Qb3 0-0-0 11 Qxe6 Kb8 with 
play for the pawn, Lucas—Marechal, Bethune 2001. 


(s) 13 Nf3 (Black has the attack after 13 Bxf7 Nh6) 13... f6 14 Re1 Ne7 15 Bd2 
‘Nc6 with only a minimal édge to White, Simi¢—Praznik, Slovakia 1996. 
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FRENCH DEFENSE 


Exchange Variation and Unusual Lines 


1e4e6 
91 92 93 94 95 96 
2 Bart inchediweyedieaavvlenviveocstentinante’s Qe2 fe jceess 3 se ecteess Nf3(r) 
d5 c5(m) d5 d5 
3 exd5 (Exchange Variation) Nf3 Nd2 Nc3 
exd5 Nc6 Nf6é d4(s) 
4 Bd3.......06¢ Nf3 ........2- Nc3(i) g3 g3(p) Nce2 
Bd6é(a) Bd6(e) Bb4({j) g6!(n) dxe4 c5 
5 c3 c4(f) Bd3 Bg2 dxe4. c3 
Nc6(b) Nf6 Nc6 Bg7 e5 Nf6! 
6 Nf3(c) Nc3 Ne2(k) 0-0 Bg2 d3 
Nge7 0-0(g) Nge7 © Nge7 Nc6 Nc6 
7 0-0 cxd5 0-0 d3 Nef3 ga(t) 
Bg4 Nbd7 Bf5 0-0 Bc5 e5 
8 Rel Bg5 Ng3 c3 0-0 Bg2 
Qd7 h6é Bxd3 d6 0-0 Be7 
9 Nbd2 Bh4 Qxd3 a3 c3 0-0 
0-0(d) Nb6 0-0 b6 a5 0-0 
10 h3 Be2 Nce2 Nbd2 Qe2 Ne1(u) 
Bf = Be7(h) Qd7(1) h6(o) b6(q) 


(a) As Black is not under pressure he could play many reasonable moves— 
4,..05,4.,.Nc6, or4...Nf6. The textis the simplest, though. 


(b) Maintaining the symmetry has been a common route to a draw, e.g. 5... cé 
6 Ne2 Ne7 7 Bf4 0-0 8 0-0 Bf5 9 Bxd6 Qxd6 10 Ng3 Bxd3 11 Qxd3 Nd7 12 Nd2 
Draw, Hort—Petrosian, Hastings 1977/78. 


(c) 6 Qf3 Nf6 7 h3 0-0 8 Ne2 Re8 9 Bg5 Be7 10 Be3 Ne4! 11 Bxe4 dxe4 12 Qxe4 
Nb4! 13 Kd1 Nd5 14 Nf4 Nxe3t 15 fxe3 Bd6 16 Qf3 c5, and Black has active 
play for the pawn, Malaniuk—Psakhis, Moscow 1983. * 


(d) Black could play 9. . . 0-0-0 if he wants to make a sharper game. The column 
is Tal—Korchnoi, USSR 1955. 


(e) Asimple route to equality is 4... Nf6 5 Bg5 Be7 6 Bd3 Bg4 7 0-0 Nbd7 8 Nbd2 
0-0 9 c3 c6 =, Fishbein—Wright, Chicago 2002. 


(f) 5 Bd3 Nf6 6 0-0 0-0 7 Bg5 Bg4 8 Nbd2 Nbd7 =, Capablanca—Maréczy, Lake 
Hopatcong 1926. There is more punch to 5 c4. 
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(g) (A) 6... dxc4 7 Bxc4 0-0 8 0-0 Bg4?! 9 h3 Bhs 10 g4 Bg6 11 Ned +, Ulibin— 
Lautier, Sochi 1989, (B) 6...c6 7 Bg5 0-0 8 cxd5 Qb6!? 9 Bxf6 Qxb2 was all 
right for Black in Teske—Knaak, Stralsund 1988. 


(h) 11 Bxf6 Bxf6 12 Qb3 Bg4 13 0-0 Bxf3 14 Bxf3 Bxd4 15 Rad1 +, Ulibin—Monin, 
USSR 1986. 


(i) 4 c4 Nf6 5 Nc3 Be7 6 Nf3 0-0 7 cxd5 Nxd5 8 Bc4 Nb6 9 Bb3 Bf5 10 0-0 Nc6 
11 a3 Bf6é =, Meijers—Nutisil, Prague 2007. Some players will be happy with 
White’s open position. 

(j) 4...Nf6 5 Bg5 Be7 is a solid alternative. The column continuation often 
arises from the order of moves 1 e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 exd5 exd5. 


(k) 6 a3 Bxc3t 7 bxc3 Nge7 8 Qf3 Be6 9 Nh3 Qd7 10 Nf4 Bf5 11 0-0 0-0-0 =, Short— 
Timman, Tilburg 1990. 


(1) 11 c3 Bd6 12 Bf4 a6 13 Rfel Rae8 14 Qf3 Nd8 =, Spielmann—Euwe, Zandvoort 
1936. _ 


(m) Other reasonable choices are 2...Nc6, 2... Be7, and 2...b6, but Black 
should avoid 2...e5 3 f4! when White has a slightly improved King’s 
Gambit. 


(n) White gains a small initiative after 4... Be7 5 Bg2 d5 6 d3 Nf6 7 0-0 0-0 8 65 
Ne8 9 c4, Psakhis—Stikovié, Yerevan Ol. 1996. 


(0) 11 Rd1 e5 12 b4 Be6 13 Bb2 b5 =, Hort—-Gheorghiu, Manila Int. 1976. 


(p) Also commonly played is 4 Ngf3 c5 5 g3 Nc6 6 Bg2 Be7 7 0-0 transposing into 
the King’s Indian Attack, White should consider this, as the column allows 
Black easy play. 


(q) 11 Nc4 Ba6 12 Nfd2 Qd7 13 h3, Timpel—Schmidt, Germany 1994; now 
13 ... Qe6 gives Black at least equal chances. 


(r) 2c4 d5 3 exd5 exd5 4 cxd5 (4 d4 is note [i]) 4... Nf6 5 Bb5t Nbd7 6 Nc3 Be7 
7 Qf3 0-0 8 Bxd7 Qxd7 9 Nge2 Rd8 10 Nf4 Bd6 = (Keres and Minev). 


(s) Black can force play into more usual lines with 3... Nf6 4 e5 Nd7 5 d4 c5 
(Steinitz Variation) or 3...Bb4 4 e5 Ne7, probably transposing into the 
Winawer Variation. 


(t) 7 cxd4 cxd4 8 Qa4 Bd7 9 Nexd4 Bb4t 10 Kd1 Bc5 11 Qc4 Nxe4! 12 dxe4 Nxd4 
13 Nxd4 Bxd4 +, Kiriakov—Kapengut, USSR 1965. 


(u) The position is roughly equal, but players who like King’s Indian pawn struc- 
tures will prefer White. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


1e4c5 


A 
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HE SICILIAN DeFENsE is Black’s most popular defense to 1 e4 for both 
serious amateur and professional players. The opening is active 

and unsymmetrical as well as positionally sound. Kasparov and 
Fischer were devotees of the opening, though all World Champions of the 
last hundred years have used it at least fairly extensively. Kramnik, 
Anand, Topalov, and Carlsen are some of the other adherents. 

The opening dates back to Italy more than four hundred years ago. It 
was mentioned by Polerio in 1594 and given its name by Greco early in 
the next century. The match between MacDonnell and La Bourdonnais in 
1834 greatly helped the chess world appreciate the virtues of the Sicilian, 
which requires some sophistication to think of playing as the strategy is 
not initially obvious. 

With 1... 05 Black stakes out territory in the center, denying White 
the pawn duo of e4 and d4. The Black d- and e-pawns will later advance 
to control key squares, but their early presence around the king allows, 
Black to blunt any quick attack. White’s most effective plan is to open the 
game with d4 (after Nf3), gaining space and opening lines. After... cxd4 
Black has an open c-file for counterplay, along with two center pawns that 
play their initially defensive role. The positions arising are asymmetrical, 
which has the appealing aspect of local imbalances ,on the board. Fre- 
quently White will have pressure on one area of the board and Black 
on another area, such as the typical White kingside attack vs. Black’s 
queenside counterplay. Thus the games tend to be lively, with fierce strug- 
gles and winning chances for both sides. The lively play, combined with 
the inherent soundness of the defense, is the reason for the Sicilian’s 
popularity. 

This chapter is large, as there are many variations of the Sicilian that 
differ significantly in strategy and positional structure. Therefore the 
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chapter is broken up into subchapters of major variations or similar varia- 
tions. These subchapters are: 
1. The NAJDORF VARIATION 
2. The DRAGON VaRIATION (and Accelerated Dragon) 
3. The SCHEVENINGEN VARIATION 
4. Systems with 2... e6—TAIMANOV VARIATION, PAULSEN VARIATION, 
and Four KNIGHTS’ VARIATION 
5. Classical Sicilian—RICHTER-RAUZER ATTACK, BOLESLAKSKY VARIA- 
TION, and SOZIN-VELIMIROVIC ATTACK 
6. Systems with... Nc6 and... e5—SVESHNIKOV (PELIKAN) VARIA- 
TION, KALASHNIKOV and LOWENTHAL VARIATIONS (and 4... Qb6). 
7. Non-open systems (lines without 2 Nf3 and 3 d4)}—CLosEp SiciL- 
IAN, 2 c3 Sicilian, 3 Bb5 variations, the f4 Attack, Unusual Second 
Moves. 
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NAJDORF VARIATION 


1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 a6 


HE NajporF VARIATION was the favorite of Bobby Fischer, and could 
have been called the Fischer Variation instead of taking its name 

from the Polish-Argentine Grandmaster Miguel Najdorf. It is the 
most popular of all Sicilian lines and acquired Kasparov, Anand, Gelfand, 
and many others among its devotees. Some players love to analyze varia- 
tions 30 or more moves deep into the amazing positions that can arise in 
this opening. 

The point of 5... a6 is to prepare for queenside play while keeping 
maximum flexibility. The Black e-pawn may go to e6 or e5, the queen’s 
knight to d7 or c6, or Black may develop only his/her queen for many 
moves (the Poisoned Pawn Variation). Play is usually sharp and aggres- 
sive with many variations leading to almost unfathomable tactical com- 
plications. White’s sixth move does much to determine the character of 
the game. 

6 Be3 has become clearly the main line due to the popularity of the 
English Attack. The main line continues 6... e5 7 Nb3 Be6 (columns 1-6) 
which leads to castling on opposite wings and attacks by both sides. There 
are many different plans for both sides and the many possibilities make 
the line attractive. Alternatives after 6 Be3 are the solid6... e5 7 Nf3 (col- 
umns 7-8) and the bishop-chasing 6 . . . Ng4 (columns 9—10) which is 
slightly out of favor now. 

The positional but less testing 6 g3 is seen in columns 11-12. 6 Bg5 
(columns 13-30) is the sharpest response, as White intends to castle 
queenside and launch a fierce attack with a pawn storm or pieces. Black 
can cross up White’s plans with 6 ...e6 7 £4 Qb6!?, the Poisoned Pawn 
Variation (columns 13-18), see diagram on the next page. 
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The retreat 8 Nb3 (columns 17—18) is a concession to Black, although 
some players like the sharp, equal positions that arise. The critical lines 
begin with 8 Qd2 Qxb2 (columns 13-16). White has a serious lead in de- 
velopment, but Black’s flexible position is difficult to crack. 

The old main line of 6 Bg5 is 6...e6 7 f4 Be7 8 Qf3 Qc7 9 0-0-0 
Nbd7 (columns 19-24). White’s most promising continuation is the pawn 
storm initiated by 10 g4 (columns 19-21). Column 19 has been revived; it 
was under a cloud in the last edition. Black has a safer alternative in col- 
umn 20 (13... Bxg5t) though White gains a slight edge. Columns 21-24 
investigate alternatives for White from the main continuation, but Black is 
able to hold the balance in these sharp lines. 

Less used variations following 6 Bg5 are the subject of columns 
25-30. Column 25 was a favorite of former U.S. Champion Walter Browne, 
but it is suspect. The Polugaevsky Variation, 6...e6 7 f4 b5 (columns 
26-27), looks suicidal but has defied attempts to refute it. Column 28 
(7... Nbd7) and column 29 (7 .. . Qc7) are respectable alternatives to the 
Poisoned Pawn Variation or the old main line. Column 30 is an out-of-date 
continuation that leaves White with the initiative. 

6 Be2 (columns 31-36) is the most popular positional treatment. 
While still played, it has lost followers to the sharper though still posi- 
tional English Attack. Strategic concerns and piece maneuvering play a 
much greater role here than in the sharp variations. After Black’s usual re- 
sponse 6...e5, the struggle revolves around the weakened d5 square. 
Currently Black has adequate resources to balance the struggle. 

6 Bc4 (columns 37-42) is another sharp continuation. Black seems to 
be able to weather the storm of the attack, but new ideas from White re- 
quire very accurate defence. 

6 f4 (columns 43-46) can lead to either a positional or an attacking 
game. Play is not as forced as in the 6 Bg5 and 6 Bc4 variations, as White’s 
strategy involves slowly building an attack. With the direct response 
6... e5 (columns 43-44) Black gains equal chances. 

Columns 47-48 cover White’s unusual sixth-move alternatives. 


247 


SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Najdorf, English Attack 
1 e4c5 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 a6 6 Be3e5 7 Nb3 Be6{(a) 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
8 £3(b) 
Be@7 2s2ssse ieee esi ee hes Nbd7 h5 
9 Qd2(c) ee Qd2 Qd2 
0-0 Nb6(n) bs Be7 
10 0-0-0(d) gs a4(q) 0-0-0(s) 
Nbd7........ QE7 ue ecives b5(k) Nh5(o) b4 Nbd7 
11 = g4 p4 Nd5(1) Qd2 Nd5 Kb1 
b5(e) Rc8 Bxd5 Be7 Bxd5 Rc8 
12 g5 g5 exd5 0-0-0 exd5 Bd3 
b4 Nh5 Qc7 0-0 Nb6 b5 
13 Ne2 ‘Kb1(i) g4 Rg1 Bxb6 h3 
Ne&(f) Nd7 Rc8 Rc8 Qxb7 h4 
14 = f4(g) Qf2 Kb1 Kb1 a5 £4 
a5(h) b5(j) b4(m) g6(p) Qb7(r) Qc7(t) 


(a) 7... Be7 is fine if Black follows quickly with .. . Be6 transposing into the col- 
umn. It is important to cover the d5 square. 


(b) 8 Qd2 Be7 9 f3 is just another move order. 


(c) (A) 9 g4.d5! is already slightly better for Black after either 10 g5 d4 or 10 exd5 
Nxd5. (B) 9 Nd5 Nxd5 10 exd5 Bfs 11 Bd3 Bg5 =. 


(d) Again, 10 g4 d5! is fine for Black. 


(e) 11... Qc7 12 h4 b5 13 Nd5 Bxd5 14 exd5 Rfc8 15 Kb1 Nb6 16 Bxb6 Qxb6 
17 Qe1 a5 18 g5 Nh5 19 a3 +, Adams—Kobalia, FIDE KO 2001. 


(f) 13...Nh5 14 Ng3 Nf4 15 h4 a5 16 Kbi a4 17 Nd4 =, Topalov—de Firmian, 
Polanica Zdroj 1995. 


(g) 14 h4a5 15 Kb1 Nb6 16 Ng3 a4 17 Nc1 d5 18 Bxb6 Qxb6 19 exd5 Rd8 20 Bc4 
Nc7 21 dxe6 Rxd2 22 exf7+ Kh8 23 Rxd2 Nb5 =, Karjakin—Anand, Wijk aan 
Zee 2007. 


(h) 15 f5 a4 16 Nbd4 exd4 17 Nxd4 b3 18 Kb1 bxc2t 19 Nxc2 Bb3 20:axb3 axb3 
21 Na3 Ned 22 h4 Ra4 =, Shirov—van Wely, Wijk aan Zee 2007. 


(i) 18 Nd5 Bxd5 14 exd5 Nd7 16 Kb1 a4 =, Adams—Bates, 4NCL 2005. 


(j) 15 h4 Rcb8 16 f4 exf4 17 Bxf4 Nxf4 18 Qxf4 Ne5 19 Nd4 =, Karjakin—Nunn, 
Amsterdam 2006. 
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(k) 10 .. . a5 11 Bb5 Na6 12 Kb1 Nc7 13 Bb6 Qb8, 14 Ba4 Nd7 15 Bxc7 Qxc7 
16 Bxd7 Qxd7 17 Nd5 +, Landa—Popovic, Belgian League 2004. 


(1) 11 Kb1 b4 12 Nd5 Bxd5 13 exd5 a5 14 g4 Qc7 15 go Nfd7 16 h4 Rc8 17 Bh3 =, 
Memedov—Maenhott, Istanbul 2005. 


(m) 15 g5 Nfd7 16 h4 a5 17 Bh3 a4 18 Nc1 Na6 19 h5 +, Topalov—van Wely, Wijk 
aan Zee 2007. 


(n) (A) 9... h6 10 Qd2 Qc7 11 0-0-0 b5 12 Kb1 Nb6 13 Qf2 Rb8 14 Bd3 Nc4 
15 h4 +, Fressinet—Bologan, Cap d’Agde 2002. (B) 9... b5 10 g5 b4 11 Ne2 
Nh5 12 Qd2 a5 13 Ng3 Nxg3 14 bxg3 a4 15 Nc1 Qad 16 f4 +, Motylev—Nechep- 
urenko, Russian League 2006. 


(o) 10... Nfd7 11 Qd2 Rc8 12 0-0-0 Qc7 13 Kb1 Be7 14 h4 Nc4 15 Bxc4 Bxc4 
16 h5 =, Sakaev—de Firmian, Politiken Cup 2003. 


(p) 15 Qf2 Nc4 16 Bxc4 Bxc4 17 Na4 Be6 18 Nb6 Rc7 19 Qd2 Rc6 20 Nd5 Bxd5 
21 exd5 Rc8 22 Qd3 Qd7 23 Nd2 f6 24 gxf6 Rxf6 25 c4 Rf7 26 c5! +, Bacrot— 
Lautier, Aix les Bains 2003. 


(q) 10 g4 Nb6 11 g5 Nfd7 12 Nd5 Rc8 13 0-0-0 Bxd5 14 exd5 Ncé4 =, Schneider— 
Szeberenyi, Budapest 2003. 


(r) 15 Bc4 Be7 16 Ra4 Rb8 17 Qd3 Ra8 18 Qd2 Rb8 19 Nc1 Bd8 20 b3 0-0 21 Na2 
e4 22 Nxb4 Re8 23 Kd1 = (though the position is sharp), Shirov—Ponomariov, 
Wijk aan Zee 2007. 


(s) 13 0-0 0-0 14 c4 Qc7 15 Raci a5 16 a4 Bg6 17 Kh1 b6 18 f4 exf4 19 Bxf4 
Nc5d =, De Vreugt—Karjakin, Wijk ann Zee 2003. 


(t) 15 Rhe1 Nb6 16 Bxb6 Qxb6 17 Nd5 Bxd5 18 exd5 Rh5 19 fxe5 +, Kramnik— 
Anand, Melody Amber 2003. 
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7 
7 Nf3 
Be7(b)... 
8 Bc4 
0-0(c) 
9 0-0 
Be6 
10 Qe2(d) 
B5 
11 Bb3 
h6é 
12 Rfd1 
Nbd7 
13 ad 
Qea(e) 


SICILIAN DEFENSE 
Najdorf Variation, 6 Be3 and 6 g3 
1 e4 cS 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nfé 5 Nc3 a6 


8 


Bxg4(h) 
Bxg4(i) 


3 
Bd7 
0-0 
Nc6(j) 


10 


Ne5(k) 


Nf5 
Bxf5 


exf5 
Nbc6é 


Nd5 
e6(1) 


11 


12 


Be7(q) 
Bg2 
0-0(r) 
0-0 
Be6(s) 
a4 
Nbd7 
a5 
Qc7 
Re1 
RfcB 


h3 
hé(t) 


(a) (A) Acommon reply is 6. . . e6, transposing into the Scheveningen Variation. 
(B)6... Nbd7 7 g4 d5 8 Nb3! Nxe4 9Nxd5 Nd6 10 Qe2 e6 11 Bf4 Nb612 Nxb6 
Qxb6 13 0-0-0 +, Sax—Balashov, Baile Herculaine 1982. 


(b) 7...h6 8 Bc4 Be7 9 0-00-0 10 Nh4 Qc7 11 Bb3 Nc6 12 Nf5 Bxf5 13 exf5 Na5 
14 Nd5 Nxd5 15 Bxd5 Nc4 16 Qd3 +, Ibarra Jerez—Cheparinov, Andorra 2003. 


(c) 8... Be6 9 Bxe6 fxe6 10 Ng5 Qd7 11 Qf3 d5 12 0-0-0 d4 13 Bxd4! exd4 14 e5* 
Nc6 15 exf6 Bxf6 16 Nce4 Bxg5t 17 Nxg5 0-0-0 18 Qh3 =, Hellers—de Firmian, 
Reykjavik 1990. 


(d) 10 Bxe6 fxe6 11 Na4 Ng4 12 Qd3 Nxe3 13 Qxe3 b5 14 Nb6 Ra7 15 Nd5 Rb7 
16 Qd2 Nc6 17 Rad1 (Ivanchuk-Topalov, Linares 2007) 17... Bh4 =, 


(e) 14 Ne1 (Short—Kasparov, Horgen 1995) 14... Nc5 15 Bxc5 dxc5 16 Bxe6 fxe6 
17 a4 b4 18 Nb1 Nh5 19 g3 Qg6 is equal according to Short, but most players 
would prefer White. Black should consider 13 ... Rc8 14 Nh4 Rxc3 15 bxc3 
Nxe4 16 Bxe6 fxe6 17 Qg4 Bxh4 =. 


(f) 14 Nd2 Rac8 15 Nb3 Nc4 16 Bc1 h6 17 Rd1 =. Stefansson—Gausel, Moscow 


Ol. 1994. 


(g) 10 Qd2 Nc6 11 Nb3 b5 12 £3 (12 h4 gxh4 13 Bxh4 Be6 =) 12... Nge5 13 Bf2 
Na5 (or 13... Rb8 14 Nd4 b4 15 Nd1 Nxd4 16 Bxd4 d5! with chances for both 
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sides, Ivanchuk—Kasparov, Linares 1999) 14 Nxa5 Qxa5 15 Nd5 Qxd2t 
16 Kxd2 Rb8 17 c3 Bb7 =, Aronian—H. Olafsson, Yerevan Ol. 1996. A sharp idea 
is 11...£5 12 exf5 Bxf5 13 h4 Qd7 14 0-0-0 Nb4 15 Nd4 Rc8 16 a3 (Anand— 
Gelfand, Bie] 1997) 16... Bxd4! 17 Qxd4 Nxc2 o, 


(h) 11 Nf5 Bxf5 12 exf5 h4 13 Bxh4 Qad 14 Bxg5 Nxf2 15 Kod2 Qxf5t =, Balogh— 
Sakaev, Aeroflot Open 2006. 


(i) Also good is 11... hxg4 12 Qd2 Qa5 13 Nb3 Bxc3 =, Jwad—Rowson, Bled 
2002. 


(j) 14 Bf2 e6 15 Nce2 Ne5 16 b3 g4 17 £4 h4! 18 Be3 h3 19 g3 Nc6 =, Shirov— 
Kasparov, Linares 1997. 


(k) 10... Nf6 11 Qe2 Nc6 12 Nxc6 bxc6 13 e5 dxe5 14 Bxe5 0-0 15h4g416¢3 +, 
Rowson—de Firmian, Selfoss 2003. 


(1) 14 fxe6 fxe6 15 Ne3 0-0 16 Be2 Qe7 17 0-0 +, Kasimdzhanov—Anand, San 
Luis 2005. 


(m) (A) Lines with 6... e6 are covered under the Taimanov and Scheveningen 
Variations. (B) 6... g6 7 Bg2 Bg7 8 h3 Qc7 9 Bg5 Nbd7 10 Qd2 Nbé 11 b3 +, 
Tal—Hulak, Novi Sad 1974. 


(n) 7... Nbd7 8 a4 b6 9 Bg2 Bb7 10 h3 Be7 11 g4 Nc5 12 Ng3 0-0 13 0-0 g6 14 f4 
exf4 15 Bxf4 +, A. Ivanov—Browne, Las Vegas 1996. 


(o) (A) 8 Bg2 Nbd7 9 h3 Be7 10 g4 0-0 11 Ng3 Nc5 12 0-0 Bb7 13 Be3 Rc8 14 a3 
g6 =, Kamsky—Wolff, U.S. Chp. 1993. (B) 8 a4 Bb7 9 Bg2 Be7 10 axbs axb5 
11 Rxa8 Bxa8 12 Bg5 Nbd7 =, Peters—Tarjan, U.S. Chp. 1984. 


(p) 14 Nc6 Qed 15 Nxe7 Kxe7 16 Qd2 Rhb8 17 Rb1 Rb4 18 Bd3 Rab8 19 0-0 a5 
with compensation for the pawn due to queenside pressure and dark-square 
play, A. Ivanov—de Firmian, U.S. Chp. 1989. 


(q) (A) 7... b5 8 Bg5 Be7 (8... Nbd7 9 a4 b4 10 Nd5 +) 9 Bxf6 Bxf6 10 a4 +, 
Sharapov—Karjakin, Ukraine 2003. (B) 7... Nbd7 8 a4 b6 9 Bc4! Bb7 10 Bg5 
Be7 11 Qd3 0-0 12 0-0 Qc7 13 Rfd1 Rfc8 14 Bxfé Nxf6 15 Nd2 = (control of 
d5), Kudrin—Vigorito, Philadelphia 1997. 


(r) 8...Nbd7 9 a4 b6 10 0-0 Bb7 11 Rel Rc8 12 Nd2 Rc5!? 13 Nf1 Qa8 14 Qd3 
(14 g4 Rxc3!) 14... 0-0 15 Ne3 g6 16 Nc4 d5 ~, P. Popovié-Schumi, Vienna 
1994. 


(s) 9... Nbd7 10 a4 b6 11 Re1 Bb7 12 Nd2 Rc8 13 Nf1! Nc5 14 Bg5 Ne6 15 Bxfé 
Bxf6 16 Ne3 +, P. Popovié—Polugaevsky, Sarajevo 1987. 


(t) 14 Be3 b5 15 axb6 Nxb6 =, Leko—Topalov, Wijk aan Zee 2006. 


SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Najdorf, Poisoned Pawn Variation 
1 e4 cS 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nfé 5 Nc3 a6 6 Bg5 e6 7 f4 Qb6(a) 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
8 Od 2 esis ease eais aera eae ae eee Nb3(v) 
Qxb2 B@7 ise ecciss Nbd7(z) 
9 RD Vises irsededoes cen vaes weeghatesseaaeatire Nb3 Qf3(w) Be2(aa) 
Qa3 Qa3(q) Nbd7 Be7 
10 PS ccvieccsen Bxf6......... e5(1) Bxf6(r) 0-0-0 Qd3 
Nc6(b) gxf6 dxe5 pxf6 Qc7 Qc7 
11 fxe6 Be2 fxe5 Be2 Bd3(x) Bf3 
fxe6(c) Nc6(i) Nfd7 Nc6(s) b5 h6(bb) 
12 Nxc6 Nxc6 Ne4(m) 0-0 a3 Bxf6 
bxc6 bxc6 h6 Bd7 Bb7(y) ‘Nxf6 
13 e5(d) 0-0 Bh4(n) Kh1 Rhe1 0-0-0 
dxe5(e) Qa! Qxa2(o) Rc8 Nc5d e5 
14 ~=Bxf6 Khi Rd1 Bh5 Qh3 5 
pxf6 Be7 Qd5 Bg7 0-0-0 Bd7 
15 Ne4(f) £5 Qe3 Rf3 Nxc5 Kb1 
Be7(g) h5{(j) Qxe5 0-0 dxc5 bs 
16 Be2 Bf3 Be2 Rd1(t) e5 Nd2 
h5(h) Kf8(k) Bc5(p) f5(u) Nd5= Rc8= 


(a) The interpolation of 7...h6 8 Bh4 Qb6 can be met by 9 a3 (as 9... Qxb2? 
10 Na4 wins the queen), when the option of Bf2 gives White the initiative. 


(b) 10... b5 11 fxe6 fxe6 12 Rb3 Qa5 (12...Qc5? 13 Nexb5!) 13 Bxf6 gxf6 
14 Be2 h5 (14... b4 15 0-0! Bg7 16 Nd1 0-0 17 Bc4 + [Hartston]) 15 0-0 Be7 
16 Kh1 Bd7 17 Qd1 b4 (Bogdanov—Glushenko, corr. 1970) 18 Qb1 =. 


(c) Not 11... Bxe6? 12 Nxe6 fxe6 13 Bc4 +. 


(d) A major alternative is the calmer 13 Be2 Be7 14 0-0 0-0 (14... Rf8 avoids 
forced draws) 15 Rb3 Qc5t (15 ...Qa5 16 Nd5 Qxd2 17 Nxe7+t Kf7 18 Bxd2 
Kxe7 19 e5! +) 16 Be3 Qe5 17 Bf4 Qc5t 18 Kh1 (18 Be3 repeats the position) 
18... Ng4 19 h3 e5 20 Na4 Qa7 21 Bc4t Kh8 22 hxg4 exf4 23 Nb6 d5! 24 exd5 
cxd5 25 Bxd5 Rb8 26 Nxc8 Rbxc8 27 Rh3 Qbé6 =, Ivanchuk—Kasparov, Linares 
1990. 


(e) White has good attacking chances after 13... Nd5 14 Nxd5 cxd5 15 Be2 dxe5 
16 0-0 Bc5t 17 Kh1 Rf8 18 c4 Rxf1t 19 Rxf1 Bb7 20 Qc2! (Fischer). 


(f) The natural-looking 15 Be2?! Qd6! = allows the Black queen to return to play. 
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(g) Also playable is the greedy looking 15 ... Qxa2 16 Rd1 (16 Nxf6t Kf7 17 Rd1 
Qb2! 18 Ne4 Bb4 +) 16... Be7 17 Be2 0-0 18 0-0 Ra7 19 Rf£3 Kh8 20 Rg3 Rd7 
21 Qh6 Rf7 22 Qh5 Rxdit 23 Bxd1 Qa5 24 Kf1 Qd8! 25 Qxf7 Qxdit 26 Kf2 
Qxc2t 27 Ke3 Bc5t that led shortly to a draw in Azarov—Kasparov, Izmir 
2004. This is in fact likely Black’s safest choice. 


(h) Here White has two choices: (A) 17 Rf1! Qxa2 (17...£518 Rf3 Qxa2 19 Rfb3 
fxe4 20 Qc3 Bd8 21 Qxc6t Bd7 looks okay for Black) 18 Rd1 Qd5 19 Qe3 Qa5t 
20 c3 £5 21 Qg3! with a strong attack, Radjabov—Ye Jiangchuan, Calvia Ol. 
2004. (B) the old 17 Rb3 Qa4 18 c4 f5 19 0-0 fxe4 and Black is roughly equal. 


(i) 11... Bg7 12 0-0 f5 13 Rfd1 Nc6 14 Nxc6 bxc6 15 Rb3 Qc5t 16 Khi 0-0 
17 Qxd6 Qxd6 =, Matanovié—Bronstein, Wijk aan Zee 1963. 


(j) White has attacking chances if Black plays the old line 15... exf5?! 16 exf5 
Bxf5 17 Bxa6! Qxa6 18 Rxf5 d5 19 Re1 Qb7 20 Qhé! (Nunn). 


(k) 17 Rb3 Ra7 18 Qf2 Rb7 +, Ziegler-Magnusson, Stockholm 1988, White 
doesn’t obtain enough compensation for the pawn in this line. 


() An important alternative, worked out to equality in the 1980s, is 10 Be2 Nbd7 
(10 ... Be7 11 0-0 Qa5 12 f5 Nc6 is also good) 11 0-0 Be7 12 e5 (12 f5 Ned +) 
12...dxe5 13 fxe5 Nxe5 14 Bxf6 gxf6! (14... Bxf6 15 Rxf6! gxf6 16 Ne4 is 
dangerous) 15 Ne4 f5 16 Rb3 Qa4 17 Nxf5 (17 Qc3 Rg8 +) 17... exf5 18 Nd6t 
Bxd6 19 Qxd6 Qe4 20 Re1 Nc6 21 Kf1 Be6 22 Bh5 Qc4t 23 Rd3 Nd8 24 Qd7t 
Kfs 25 Qd6t Ke8 26 Qd7+t Draw, Pogrebniak—Guk, USSR 1986. 


(m) 12 Bc4 Qa5 13 0-0 Nxe5 14 Rbe1 Nxe4 15 Qf4 Nd6 16 Ne4 Qc7 17 c4 
(Hellers—Oll, Groningen 1984) 17 ... Nb5! 18 cxb5 Qxf4 =. 


(n) 13 Bb5 hxg5 14 Rb3 Qxa2 15 Qc3 axb5 16 Qxc8t Ke7 17 0-0 Qa7 18 Rd3 Nxe5 
19 Nc5 Nbd7 20 Nfst exf5 21 Rxd7t Kf6 22 Rxf7t Kg6 23 Qxf5t Kh6 draw 
(perpetual check), Shabalov—Areschenko, Isle of Man 2006. 


(0) 13. . . Qa4?! 14 Be2 Nc6? 15 Nxe6! g5 16 Nfét mates in two moves, 
Radjabov—Anand, blitz game 2006. 


(p) 17 Bg3 Bxd4 18 Rxd4 Qa5t 19 Rd2 0-0 20 Bd6é Re8 with chances for both sides 
in this sharp position, Shirov—Ftacnik, Bundesliga 2007. 


(q) 9... Nc6 allows White to reach a slightly favorable endgame almost by force: 
10 Bxf6 gxf6 11 Na4! Qa3 12 Nb6 Rb8 13 Nc4 Qa4 14 a3 b5 15 Nxd6t Bxd6é 
16 Qxd6 Qxe4t 17 Be2 Qd5 (Black must trade queens—17 ... Bb7? 18 0-0-0! 
Qe3t 19 Kb2 Rd8 20 Qc7 Qxe2 21 Rhe1 Qh5 22 g4 Qxp4 23 Qxb7 Rxd1 
24 Qxc6t Ke7 25 Qc5t Ke8 26 h3 Qf3 27 Nd4 Rxd4 28 Qxd4 Rg8 29 Re3 +) 
18 Qxd5 exd5 19 0-0-0 Be6 20 Bf3 Ne7 21 Nc5 +. Some grandmasters are will- 
ing to defend Black’s position to make a draw, but this is not recommended for 
most players. 


(r) 10 Bd3 Be7 11 0-0 hé 12 Bxf6 (12 Bh4 Nxe4! 13 Nxe4 Bxh4 +, Spassky— 
Fischer, World Chp. 1972) 12... Bxf6 13 e&5 dxe5 14 Ne4 Nd7 15 f5 Qe7 F, 
Mukhin-Sorokin, USSR 1973. 


(s) 11... h5 12 0-0 Nd? 13 Kh1 (13 f5 Nc5 14 Qd4 Nxb3 15 axb3 Qc5 16 Qxc5 
dxc5 17 fxe6 fxe6 18 Rxf6 Bg7 = [Nunn]) 13...h4 14 h3 Be7 15 Rad1 b6 
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16 Qe3 Bb7 17 £5 Rc8 18 fxe6 fxe6 19 Bge4 (Short—Kasparov, Riga 1995) 19... 
Nc5 =. 


(t) 16 Raf1 Na5 17 f5 Nc4 18 Qf4 Ne5 19 Rg3 Khs +, Kasimdzhanov—Sadvakasov, 
Samba Cup 2003. 


(u) 17 exf5 exf5 18 Nd5 (A. Rodrf{guez—Vera, Havana 1978), now 18... Qxa2 
19 Rg3 Qb2 is a complicated, roughly balanced position. 


(v) Minor alternatives are: (A) 8 a3 Nbd7! 9 Be2 (9 Qd2? Qxb2 10 Nb3 Nc5!) 
9...Be7 10 Nb3 h6=, V. Georgiev-Ermenkov, Bulgarian Chp. 1995. (B) 8 Qd3 
Qxb2 9 Rb1 Qa3 10 f5 Be7 11 Be2 Nc6 =, Nunn—Kasparov, Brussels 1986. 
(C) 8 Bxf6 gxf6 9 Be2?! Re8! 10 Bf3 Qxb2 11 Na4 Qa3 12 c3 Nd7 +, Harman- 
Magerramov, corr. 1992. 


(w) 9 Qe2 h6 10 Bxf6 (10 Bh4? Nxe4!) 10... Bxf6 11 0-0-0 Nd7 12 h4 Bxc3 13 bxc3 
Nf6 14 Rh3 e5 15 £5 Bd7 16 c4 Qc6 17 Re3 a5 18 g4 a4 19 Nd2 0-0-0 +, Deppe- 
Novikov, Moscow 1990. 


(x) White has several alternatives: (A) 11 Qg3 b5 12 Bxf6 Nxf6 13 e5 dxe5 14 fxe5 
Nd7 15 Bxb5 axb5 16 Nxb5 Qb6 (16 ...Qc4!) 17 Qxp7 Rfs 18 Nd6+ Bxd6 
19 exd6 Rxa2 20 Kb1 Ra? =, Shabalov—de Firmian, U.S. Chp. 1996. (B) 11 g4 
b5 12 Bxf6 Nxf6 13 g5 Nd7 14 a3 Rb8 15 h4 b4 16 axb4 Rxb4 =, Akopian— 
Collinson, Oakbam 1992. (C) 11 a4 h6 12 Bh4 g5 13 fxg5 Ne5S 14 Qf2 Nfp4 
15 Qg1 Bd7 16 h3 Ng6 =, Chiburdanidze—Nunn, London 1985. 


(y) Also good is 12... Rb8 13 Rhe1 b4.14 axb4 Rxb4 =, Leko—Kasparov, Linares 
2001. The column is Spassky—Portisch, Tilburg 1979. 


(z) 8... Qe3t 9 Qe2 Qxe2t 10 Bxe2 is well known to be an endgame edge for 
White. 


(aa) 9 Qf3 Be7 transposes into the previous column. 9 Qe2 Qc7 10 0-0-0 b5 11 a3 
Bb7 12 g3 Be7 13 Bg2 h6 14 Bxf6 Nxf6 15 e5 dxe5 16 Nxb5 Qh6 17 Nd6t Bxd6 
18 Rxd6 Qxd6 19 Bxb7 Ra7 =, Ljubojevié—Browne, Buenos Aires 1980. 


(bb) 11... Rb8 12 0-0-0 b5 13 Kb1 b4 14.Ne2 a5 15 g4 + a4?! 16 Nbd4 Qc5 17 e5! 
dxe5 18 Nc6 e4 19 Bxe4 Rb6 20 Bxf6 gxf6 21 Ned4 +, Krakops—Novikov, 
Cappelle la Grande 1997. The column is Ljubojevi¢—Kir. Georgiev, Novi Sad 
Ol. 1990. - 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 
Najdorf Variation, 6 Bg5—Old Main Line 


1 e4 cS 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 a6 6 Bg5 e6 
7 £4 Be7 8 Qf3 Qc7(a) 9 0-0-0 Nbd7 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
Pailin seach rae evens ncduaedoei ones dee BOB ice ontiaiaates ctviaeact Qg3(v) 
bs DB vescesetens hé- bs! 
Bxf6 Rhe1 Bh4(r) Bxf6(w) 
Nxf6(b) Bb7 gb Bxf6(x) 
g5 Qg3 fxg5(s) Bxb5! 
Nd7 b4(n) Ned 0-0! 
PD eke ddl a tee a3(j) Nd5 Qe2 Bxd7 
No5.........4 Bxg5t Rb8 exd5 Nfg4 Bxd7 
f6(c) Kb1 h4(k) e5(0) Nf3 e5 
gxf6 Ned b4 dxe5 hxg5 dxe5 
pxf6 Qh5 axb4 fxe5 Bg3(t) Ne4 
Bis Qe7(g) Rxb4 Nhb! Nxf3 exd4 
Rgi(d) Nxe6(h) Bh3 Qh4(p) gxf3 Nxf6t 
h5(e) Bxe6 Qc5(1) Bxg5 Ne5 Khs 
Rg7 fxe6 Nb3 Qxg5 Qf2 Nh5 
ba(f) g6(i) Qb6(m) g6(q) b5(u) Rg8(y) 


(a) 8... Nbd7 9 Bc4! h6 (9... Qc7 10 Bxe6!) 10 Bxf6 Bxf6 11 0-0-0 Qb6 12 Nxe6! 


fxe6 13 Bxe6 Nf8 14 Bb3 with a strong attack, Giles—Browne, U.S. Open 1988. 


(b) 11... gxf6 (11... Bxf6?! 12 Bxb5! +) 12 f5 Ne5 13 Qh3 0-0 14 Rgi Khé 


15 Nce2 Rg8 16 Rg3! Bd7 17 Nf4 +, Brodsky—Stoica, Romania 1994. 


(c) Less incisive is 14 h4 b4 15 Nce2 (15 Nb1 Bb7 =; 15 fxe6 fxe6 16 Nce2 g6 =) 


15... e5 16 Nb3 Nxe4! 17 Qxe4?! (17 Bg2 =) 17... Bb7 18 Rd5 Rc8 19 c3 Qce4 
20 Qxc4 Rxc4 21 Bg2 Bxd5 22 Bxd5 Rxh4! +, Nunn—Browne, Gjovik 1983. 


(d) Putting Black under strong pressure. There are many sharp alternatives, e.g.: 


(A) 16 Bh3?! b4 =. (B) 16 Qh5 Bd7 (16... b4?7! 17 Nd5! exd5 18 exd5 Bb7 
19 Re1t Kd8 20 Kb1! witha strong attack) 17 Bh3 b4 18 Nce2 0-0-0 19 Qxf7 Bh6+ 
20 Kb1 Rdf8 21 Qh5 Rxf6 =, Browne—Mecking, San Antonio 1972. (C) 16 a3 
Nd7! 17 Nxe6?! fxe6 18 £7+ Ke7 19 e5 (Simacek—Dydyshko, Ostrava 2005), 
now 19 ...d5 favors Black. 


(e) (A) 16...b4 17 Nd5! exd5 18 exd5 Bd7 19 Rg7 0-0-0 20 Rxf7 Bh6t 21 Kb1 


Rdfé 22 Rxf8t Rxf8 23 Ne6 Nxe6 24 dxe6 Bxe6 25 Bh3! Qd7 26 Qa8t Kc7 
27 Qa7t Kc8 28 Qxa6+ Ke7 29 Qadt Kc8 30 Rd4! Rxf6 31 Qa8t Kc7 32 Rc4t Bxc4 
33 Qa7t winning, Simon—Pasztor, Hungary 1997. (B) On 16... Bd7 17 Rg7 
Bxg7 18 fxg7 Rg8 19 e5! 0-0-0 20 exd6 Qb6 21 Ne4 + (Olim). 
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(f) 18 Nd5 exd5 19 exd5 Nd7! 20 Nc6 (20 Ne6 Qa5) 20... Bb7 21 Bh3 Bxc6 
22 dxc6 Ne5 =, Vasquez—Vallejo Pons, Tripoli 2004. White could try 17 Re1 
Nd7 18 e5!? instead, but Black should be all right. 


(g) White gains a bit more from 15...Qd8 16 Rgi Bf6 17 fxe6 0-0 (17... g6 
18 exf7+ Kxf7 19 Qh6 +) 18 Bh3 g6 19 Nd5 Kh8 20 Qe2 fxe6 21 Bxe6 Ra7., 
(Psakhis—Cvitan, Geneva 1992) 22 Rgf1 +. 


(h) 16 fxe6 (16 Rg1 Bf6 17 fxe6 g6 =) 16... 86 17 exf7t Kxf7 18 Qe2 Bg4 19 Qfat 
Qfé 20 Qxf6t Bxf6 21 Be2 Bc8 with a more comfortable ending for Black,- 
Shabalov—Hellers, New York 1993, 


(i) 18 exf7+ Kxf7 19 Qh3 Kg7 20 Nd5 Qd8 21 Qc3 Ra7 22 Qa3 +, Baklan- 
Gallagher, Bundesliga 2001. 


(j) 13 Bh3?! b4! 14 Nce2 Bb7 15 Kbi Nc5 16 Ng2 d5! with the initiative, 
Smyslov—Fischer, Bled Candidates 1959, 


(k) Anold line is 14 Bh3 Nc5 15 Rhg1 b4 16 axb4 Rxb4 17 £5 Qb7! =. 


() 16 ...Qb6 17 Nf5 Bf! is all right (not 17... exf5 18 Nd5 Qc5 19 exf5 +), for 
example, 18 Ne3 Qa5 19 Qe2 Nb6 =, Boetew—Tenev, corr. 1987. 


(m) 18 h5 Nc5 19 Nxc5 dxc5! 20 g6 fxg6 21 hxg6 h6 22 Nd5 exd5 23 Bxc8 0-0 F, 
Kaplan—Browne, Madrid 1973. 


(n) 12... 0-0-0 13 Bxb5! axb5 14 Ndxb5 Qb8 15 e5 +, Luther~Baramidze, Al- 
terkirchen 2005. 


(0) White can try to win with 14 exd5 Kd8 15 Nc6t Bxc6 16 dxc6 Nb6 17 Bh4 
Rg8, Berg—Negi, Wijk aan Zee 2007. Practical chances are about even here, 
though theoretically Black is for choice. 


(p) The spectacular 16 e6 leads to a draw after 16...Nxg3 17 exf7t Kxf7 
18 Rxe7t Kg8 19 hxg3 Qxg3 20 Ne6 Qe5 21 Rf1 Nf8 22 Bf5 Bc8 23 Re8 Kf7! 
24 Re7t Kg8 25 Re8 Kf7, Hellers—de Firmian, Biel 1989. 


(q) 18 e6 (18 24?! h6 19 Qd2 Ng7 20 e6 Nfé +) 18... Nc5! 19 exf7t Kxf7 20 Rf1t 
Kg8 21 Nf5 Ne6 22 Nh6ét Kg7 23 Nf5t is a draw. Neither side can deviate from 
this line without incurring some disadvantage. 


(r) (A) 11 Qh3 Nb6 12 £5 e5 13 Nde2 Bd7 14 Be3 Bc6 =, Chandler—Browne, Bath 
1983. (B) 11 h4 Nc5! = 


(s) 12 e5 gxh4! 13 exf6 Nxf6 14 f5 e5 15 Nde2 Bd7 16 Be4 Rg8 ~ (Nunn). 


(t) 15 Bxg5 Bxg5t 16 Nxg5 Qc5 17 Nh3 bS 18 Kb1 Bb7 with compensation for the 
pawn, Mamedov—Areschenko, Aeroflot Open 2007. 


(u) 18 a3 Qa7 =, Bartholemew—Wojtkiewicz, Foxwoods 2005. 


(v) 10 Be2 b5 11 Bxf6 Nxf6 12 e5 Bb7 13 exf6 (13 Qg3 dxe5 14 fxe5 Nd7 15 Bxb5!? 
axb5 16 Ndxb5 Qc5 17 Qxg7 Qxe5! is fine for Black, Mischke—Braczko, corr. 
1991) 13... Bxf3 14 Bxf3 Bxf6 15 Bxa8 Bxd4 16 Rxd4 d5 17 Bxd5 exd5 
18 Nxd5 Qc5 19 Re1t Kf8 =, Keres—Fischer, Bled Candidates 1959. 


(w) 11 Bxb5 axb5 12 Ndxb5 Qb8 13 e5 dxe5 14 fxe5 Nxe5 15 Rhel (15 Bfa4 Nfg4 
16 b3 g5!) 15...Np6 16 Nc7t Kf8 17 Nxa8 Qxa8 5, Shirazi-Browne, U.S. 
Chp. 1983, 
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(x) 11... Nxf6 12 e5 dxe5 13 fxe5 Nd7 14 Bxb5! axb5?7! (14... 0-0 15 Bxd7 +) 
15 Ndxb5 Qb6 16 Qxg7 +. 


(y) 18 Rxd4 Rac8 19 Qf2 (19 43 Bc6 20 Kbi Bd5 =) 19... . Qa5 20 Kbi Ba4 21 b3 
Bxb3 22 axb3 Qxh5 =, Ivanovié—de Firmian, Vrsaé 1983. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 
Najdorf Variation, 6 Bg5 
1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6é 5 Nc3 a6 6 Bg5 


25 26 27 28 29 30 
COGS ischial ea deena tee liven total Wee oe Nbd7 
7 f4(a) Bc4 
B@7 ecssevese bs ... (Polugaevsky Nbd7........ Qc7(t) Qa5 
Variation) 
8 Qf3 e5(f) Q£3(o) Q£3(u) Qd2 
he?! dxe5 Qc7 bs!? e6(x) 
9 Bh4 fxe5 0-0-0 £5(v) 0-0-0 
Qc7(b) Qc7 bs b4 b5 
10 0-0-0 exf6 ........5 Qe2 Bxb5(p) Ncb5! Bb3 
Nbd7 Qe5t Nfd7 axb5 axb5 Bb7 
11 Be2! Be2 0-0-0 Ndxb5 Bxb5t Rhe1 
g5(c) Qxg5 Bb7(j) Qb6(q) Bd7 0-0-0 
12 = fxg5 0-0(g) Qg4(k) e5 fxe6 a3 
Ned5 Qe5(h) Qxe5(l) Bb7 Bxb5 Be7 
13 Qe3 Nf3 Bd3(m) Qe2 Nxb5 Kb1 
Nfg4(d) Bcdt h6é hé! Qc5 Qbs 
14 Bxg4 Kh1 Bh4 Bxf6(r) Bxf6 f3 
Nxgé4(e) Qxf6(i) g5(n) gxf6(s) Qxb5(w) =Kb&(y) 


(a) The alternatives allow Black to equalize quickly: (A) 7 Qf3 h6! 8 Bxfé (8 Bh4, 
Nbd7 9 0-0-0 Qc7 =) 8... Qxf6 9 Qxf6 pxf6 10 Be2 h5 11 0-0-0 Bd7 12 Kbi 
Kd8 13 £4 Nc6 14 Rhf1 Ke7 =, Bokucheva—Platonov, Gorky 1971. (B) 7 Qd3 b5 
8 0-0-0 b4 9 Nce2 Bb7 =, Tisdall—~H. Olafsson, Torshavn 1997. (C) 7 Qe2 h6é 
8 Be3 b5 9 a3 Bb7 10 £3 Nbd7 11 0-0-0 Rc8 =, Ziatdinov—Browne, San Fran- 
cisco 1999. 


(b) 9... g5 is the (in)famous Géteborg Variation. After 10 fxg5 Nfd7 11 Nxe6 
(11 Qh5 Nxe5 12 Bg3 Bxg5 13 Bxe5 dxe5 14 Nf3 = is safer) 11... fxe6 12 Qh5t 
Kf8 13 Bb5! Rh7! 14 0-0+ Kg8 15 g6 Rg7 16 Rf7 Bxh4 17 Qxh6 Qf6 18 Rxf6 
Bxf6 19 e5! Bxe5 20 Bd3 and White has the edge, Shabalov—Sadvakasov, Con- 
tinental Chp. 2000. 


(c) Black has a difficult choice. On (A) 11... b5?! 12 Bxf6 Nxf6 13 e5 Bb7 14 Qg3 
dxe5 15 fxe5 Nd7 16 Nxe6! fxe6 17 Qg6t Kd8 18 Qxe6 is very strong, 
M. Hansen-Sephan, corr. 1984. (B) 11... Rb8 12 Qg3 Rg8 13 Rhfi g5 (13... 
b5 14 e5 dxe5 15 Nxe6!) 14 fxg5 Ne5 15 Nf3 hxg5 16 Nxg5 Rg6 17 Qf4! b5 
18 Nxf7! Nxf7 19 Bh5 and White is winning (Nunn). 


(d) 13... Nh7 14 Rhf1 hxg5 15 Bg3 Nfs (15... Bd7 16 Nf3 +) 16 Nf3 £6 17 Nxg5! 
fxg5 18 Bxe5 dxe5 19 Qf2 +, Feldman—Lubin, Leningrad 1970. 
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(e) 15 Qd2 hxg5 16 Bxg5 Nf2 17 Bxe7 Nxd1 18 Nd5! exd5 19 Bfé +, Planinc— 
Pokojowczyk, Polanica Zdroj 1979. 


(f) Alternatives allow Black to develop aggressively. (A) 8 a3 Bb7 =. (B) 8 Qf3 Bb7 
9 0-0-0 Nbd7 10 Bd3 Be7 11 Rhe1 Qb6 =, Kupper—Tal, Zurich 1959. 


(g) Crazy complications ensue with 12 Qd3 Qxf6 13 Rf1 Qe5 14 Rd1 Ra7 15 Nf3 
(15 Ndxb5 Rd7 16 Qc4 Bc5 c) 15... Qc7 16 Ng5 £5 17 Qd4 Qe7! 18 Bhst g6 
19 Qxh8 Qxg5 20 Bfs Nd7 (Hellers—Polugaevsky, Biel 1989), and now 
21 Qxh7 leaves White with a slight plus. 


(h) 12... Ra7 13 Qd3 Rd7 14 Ne4 Qe5 15 Nf3 Qxb2 16 Qe3 Bb7 17 Rabi Qxc2 
18 Nfg5 Qc7 19 fxg7 Bxg7 20 Nf6ét Bxf6 21 Rxf6 with a dangerous attack. The 
games from the 1980s are still the best moves in the Polugaevsky Variation. 


(i) 15 Ne4 Qe7 16 NeS5 f5 (16...0-0 17 Nxf7 +) 17 Bh5t g6 18 Nxg6! hxg6 
19 Bxg6t Kf8 20 Nxc5 Rh6! 21 Nxe6t Bxe6 22 Bxf5 Bf7 with just a faint edge 
to White, Diaz—Vera, Havana 1986. 


(j) 11... Nc6 12 Nxc6 Qxc6 13 Qd3 b4! 14 Ne4 Bb7 ~ is a good alternative. 


(k) White can sacrifice now with 12 Nxe6?! fxe6 13 Qg4 Qxe5 14 Bd3 Be7 15 Bxe7 
Kxe7 16 Rhe1 h5 17 Qb4t Qc5 18 Qh4t Nf6 19 Qg3 Kf8 +, Sauermann- 
Lassen, corr. 1983. 


(1) Black should probably try the less usual 12..,Qb6 13 Be2 Nxe5 14 Qh3 
Nbd7 15 Rhe1 h6 16 Bh4 g6 (16... 85? 17 Nxe6! fxe6 18 Bf2! Qxf2 19 Qxe6t 
Kd8 20 Bxb5 +, Goth—-Smrcka, corr. 1984) 17 Bg4 h5 18 Bxe6 Bh6t 19 Kb1 
fxe6 20 Nxe6 Kf7 21 Rxd7+ Nxd7 22 Nf4 Bxf4 23 Qxd7+t Kg8 24 Re6 Qgit 
25 Nd1 (Venn-Castalso, corr. 1986) 25... Rh7 =. 


(m) (A) White is worse after 13 Bxb5 axb5 14 Rhe1 h5! 15 Qh4 Qc5 16 Nexb5 
Rxa2! 17 Kb1 Bd5 (Polugaevsky). (B) 13 Be2 Bc5 14 Rhf1 Bxd4 15 Rxd4 f6 
16 Bd2 f5 17 Qh4 0-0 18 Rd3 Qf6 19 Bg5 Qf7 -, Ponisch—Pfeiffer, corr. 1989. 


(n) 15 Nxe6! h5! 16 Qh3 Bh6 17 Kb1 g4 18 Ne7t! Qxc7 19 Rhe1t Kf8 20 Be7t Kg8 
21 Qxh5 Bg7 22 Qg5 Nc6 23 Bf5 NceS 24 Bd6 +, Mendes-Ribeiro, Portugal 
1989. 


(o) 8 Qe2 Be7 9 0-0-0 Qc7 10 Nf3 Nb6 11 Qe1 Bd7 =, Guseinov—Ftacnik, Istanbul 
2003. 


(p) (A) White can force a draw with 10 e5 Bb7 11 Qh3 dxe5 12 Nxe6 fxe6 
13 Qxe6t Be7 14 Bxf6 (14 Nxb5 axbS 15 Bxb5 Be4! 7; 14 Bxb5 axb5 15 Nxb5 
Qc6 16 Nd6t Kd8 17 fxe5 Ke7! 18 Qxe7 Rxa2 =) 14... gxf6 15 Be2 h5 16 Nd5 
Bxd5 17 Rxd5 Nb6 18 BxhSt Rxh5 19 Qg8t Bf8 20 Qe6t draw agreed, 
Capelan—Polugaevsky, Solingen 1974. (B) 10 Bd3 Bb7 11 Rhe1 Qb6 12 Nd5 
Qxd4 13 Bxb5 Qc5 14 b4 Qxb5 15 Nc7t Ke7 16 Nxb5 axb5 =, Shabalov— 
Gelfand, Bermuda 2004. 


(q) 11... Qb8 12 e5 Bb7 13 Qe2 dxe5 14 Qc4 Be7 15 Nc7t Kf8 = (though very 
complicated), Naiditsch-Gelfand, Dortmund 2006. 


(r) 14 Bh4 dxe5 15 fxe5 Nd5 16 Nxd5 Bxd5 17 Rxd5 exd5 18 Nd6+ Bxd6 
19 exd6t Kf8 20 Qe7t Kg8 21 Qxd7 Rxa2 22 Qc8t Kh7 23 Qfst =, Lintehevski— 
Negi, 2005. 
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(s) 15 Nxd6t Bxd6 16 Rxd6 Qb4 17 Qd2 Nb6 =, Hellers—V. Ivanov, Philadelphia 
1992. 15 exd6! should leave chances about level. 


(t) 7...Nc6 8 e5 h6 9 Bh4 g5 10 Bg3! Nxd4 (10... gxf4 11 Nxc6 bxc6 12 Bh4 
wins the knight) 11 Qxd4 dxe5 12 Qxd8t Kxd8 13 fxe5 Nd7 14 0-0-0 Bg7 
15 Be2! Ke7 16 Bh5 Rf (16... Nxe5 17 Rhe1 is strong) 17 Ne4 Nxe5 18 Rhe1 +, 
Luther—Senff, Capelle la Grande 2001. 


(u) (A) 8 Qe2 Nc6 9 0-0-0 Nxd4 10 Rxd4 Be7 (as played by Kasparov) gives Black 
equal chances. (B) 8 Bxf6 gxf6 9 Be2 Nc6 10 Nb3 b5 11 a3 Bb7 12 Bd3 h5 
13 0-0 Ne7 =, Wittmann—Gavrikov, Vienna 1990. 


(v) 9 0-0-0 b4 10 e57! Bb7 11 Ncb5 axb5 12 Bxb5t Nbd7 (12... Nfd7? 13 Nxe6! 
fxe6 14 Qh3 Kf7 15 f5 Be4 16 fxe6t Kg8 17 Qb3 +, Kr. Georgiev—Kasparov, 
Malta Ol. 1980) 13 Qh3 b3! 14 exf6 (or 14 Qxb3 Bd5 15 c4 Ne4 +, van der 
Wiel—Brunner, Baden-Baden 1992) 14... bxa2 15 Kd2 Qa5t 16 c3 0-0-0 +, 
Heinrich—Hefka, corr, 1992. 


(w) 15 Bxg7 Bxg7 16 Qxf7t Kd8 17 Qxg7 Re8 18 Rf1 b3 19 cxb3 Qa5t 20 Kd1 +, 
Hector—Rashkovsky, Espergaerde 1992. If instead 14... fxe6 (Timmermans— 
Morena 2003) then 15 Nd4! gxf6 16 Nxe6 +. 


(x) 8... h6 9 Bxf6 Nxf6 10 0-0-0 e6 11 Rhe1 Be7 12 f4 0-0 13 Bb3 Re8 14 Kb1 Bfs 
15 g4! Nxg4 16 Qe2 gave White a strong attack in Spassky—Petrosian, World 
Chp. 1969. 


(y) 15 Be3 Nc5 16 Ba2 b4 17 axb4 Qxb4 18 Nb3 +, Gulko—Petrosian, Moscow 
1976. ; 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 
Najdorf Variation, 6 Be2 
1e4.¢5 2 Nf d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 a6 6 Be2 


31 32 33 34 35 36 
OD cotars rceantaeacneuancee tack Gedacedut dad caus bets ce tnennmee sere Nbd7(u) 
7 Nb3(a) 0-0 
Be? viavisatareaweaaentcrneatis gdavis ceadap bean dannaeeet Be6 Nc5(v) 
8 O=O sien cer die det ents Be3(o) £4 Bf3 
0-0(b) * Be6 Qc7(r) e6 
9 Kh ......... Bed iicicedts: f4(l) Qd2(p) pa! Be3 
b6(c) Be6(g) b5!(m) 0-0 exf4(s) Be7 
10 Be3(d) Qd2(h) a4(n) £4 g5 a4 
Bb7 Nbd7(i) b4 exf4 Nfd7 0-0 
11 £3 a4 Nd5 Bxf4 Bxf4 a5 
b5!(e) Rc8 Nxd5 Nc6 Nc6 Qc7 
12 a4 a5 Qxd5 0-0-0 Qd2 ba! 
b4 Qc7 Qbét Ne5 Rc8 Ncd7 
13 Nd5 Rfd1(j) Kh1 Nd4 0-0-0 Na4. 
Nxd5(f) Qc6(k) Bb7 = Qd7!(q) NceS(t) d5(w) 


(a) 7 Nf3 is safe and solid, but not challenging. After 7...h6 8 0-0 Be6 9 Rel 
Nbd7 10 Bf1 Be7 11 a4 b6 12 b3 0-0 13 Bb2 Qc7 14 h3 Rfc8 15 Qd2 Qb7 Black 
has fully equal chances, Zapata—H. Olafsson, Belgrade 1988. 


(b) 8... Be6 9 £4 Qc7 10 Kh1 Nbd7 (10... 0-07! 11 £5 Bc4 12 g4! d5 13 g5 Nxe4 
14 Nxe4 dxe4 15 f6 +, Hjartarson—de Firmian, Stockholm 1997) 11 a4 (11 g4 
h6 -) 11... 0-0 12 f5 Bc4 13 a5 transposes into note (m), the old main line, 
which gives White easier play. 


(c) Black has many ways to go wrong: (A) 9...b5 10 a4 Bb7 11 Nd5 bxa4 
(11...b4 12 Be3 +) 12 Rxa4 Bc6 13 Ra3 Nxe4 14 Nad Nfé 15 Nxc6 Nxcé 
16 Bc4! Nd4 17 Rh3 +, Kasparov—Anand, Las Palmas 1996. (B) 9... Be6 10 4 
Qc7 11 f5 Bc4 12 g4! + as in note (b). (C) 9. . . Qc7 10 £4 (10 a4 Be6 11 £4 Nbd7 
12 £5 Bc4 13 a5 is the old main line, note [m]) 10... b5 11 fxe5 dxe5 12 Bg5 
Nbd7 13 Bd3 h6 14 Bh4 Bb7 15 Qe2 g6 16 a4 b4 17 Nd1 G, Stefansson— 
Akesson, Torshavn 1997. 


(d) 10 Bg5 Nbd7 (10...Bb7 11 Bxf6 Bxf6 12 Bc4 Nc6, Kasparov—Gelfand, 
Linares 1997; now 13 a4 is a little better for White) 11 Nd5 (11 a4 Bb7 12 f3 
d5! with good chances) 11... Nxd5 12 Qxd5 Rb8 13 Bxe7 Qxe7 14 Rad1 Nf6é 
15 Qxd6 Qxd6 16 Rxd6 Nxe4 =, Sutovsky—Gelfand, Tel Aviv 1999. 


(e) Without this precise move Black would be condemned to a difficult defense, 
e.g. 11... Nbd7?! 12 a4 Rc8 13 Rf2 Rc7 14 Bf1 Qa8 15 Rd2 preventing coun- 
terplay, Lutz—Ophoff, Turin Ol. 2006. 
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(f) 14 exd5 Nd7 15 c3 bxc3 16 bxc3 Bg5 17 Bf2 Qc7 18 c4 Rabé! (18 . . . Rib8 
19 a5 Bc8 20 c5! 4, but 18... a5 is okay) 19 a5 Ba8 20 Ra4 (20 c5 dxcd o) 
20... Qb7 21 Nci Nc5 =, Nijboer—Lagrave, Wijk aan Zee B 2007. 


(g) 9... Qc7 10 a4 Be6 11 £4 Nbd7 12 Khi exf4 13 Rxf4 Ne5 with a minimal edge 
for White, Karpov—Polugaevsky, Candidates match 1974. 


(h) (A) 10 £4 exf4 11 Bxf4 (11 Rxf4 Nc6 12 Nd5 Bxd5 13 exd5 Ne5 14 Rb4 Qc8 =) 
11...Nc6 12 Khi Rc8 13 Qei Ne8 (or 13... . Nd7 14 Rdi Nde5 -) 14 Rdi Bh4 
15 Qd2 Bf6 16 Be3 Bed =, Pritchett—Portisch, Malta Ol. 1980. (B) 10 Nd5 Nbd7 
11 Qd3 Bxd5 12 exd5 Re8 13 a4 Bf8 14 a5 Rc8 15 c4 e4 (15... g6!7) 16 Qdi 
Ne5 17 Nd2 Nfd7 18 b4 f5 19 Rci Qh4 with chances for both sides, Kosten— 
Hellers, Esbjerg 1988. (C) 10 a4 Nc6 11 a5 Bxb3 12 cxb3 Nxa5 13 Nd5 Neé isa 
roughly equal game. 


(i) 10... b5?! 11 a4 b4 12 Nd5 Nxe4 13 Nxe7t Qxe7 14 Qxb4 f5 15 Nad +, 
Yudasin—Gavrikov, Sverdlovsk 1984. 


(j) 13 Rfci Rfe8 14 Nd5 Qcé 15 Bf3 Bxd5 16 exd5 Qc4 17 Qd3 Qh4 =, Chandler- 
A. Petrosian, Yurmala 1983. 


(k) 14 £3 Rfe8 15 Raci1 Qc7 =, Naiditsch-Korneev, Oropesa 2000. 


(1) (A) Slow play is also unpromising—9 Re1 Be6 10 Bf1 Nbd7 11 Nd5 (11 a4 Rc8 
12 a5 Qc7 =) 11...Nxd5 12 exd5 BfS 13 a4 RcB 14 c3 Bg6 =, Geller—Lutz, 
Dortmund 1991. (B) For 9 a4 see note (o). 


(m) The old main line, which can arise by various move orders, is 9... Qc7 10 a4 
Be6 11 f5 (11 Be3—see note (g)) 11...Bc4 12 a5 Nbd7 13 Khi b5 14 axb6 
Nxb6 15 Bg5 Rfc8 16 Bxc4 Nxc4 17 Bxf6 Bxf6 18 Nd5 Qds 19 Ra2 =, 
Klovans—Commons, Primorska 1976. , 


(n) 10 fxe5 (10 Bf3 Bb7 =) 10... dxe5 11 Qxd8 Rxd8 (or 11... Bxd8!) 12 Bg5 Be6 
13 a4 b4 14 Bxf6 Bxf6 15 Nd5 Bxd5 16 exd5 Ra7 =, Klovans—Gutman, USSR 
1978. The column is Larsen—Romanishin, Riga Int. 1979. 


(0) (A) 8 a4 allows Black’s knight to come to b4, covering d5. Casteneda—Browne, 
Philadelphia 1993, continued 8... Nc6 9£40-0 10 0-0 Nb4 11 Kh1 Bd7 12 a5 
Rc8 13 Be3 Bcé =. (B) 8 Bg5 Be6 9 Bxfé Bxf6 10 Nd5 Nd7 11 a4 Rc8 12 c3 0-0 
13 a5 Bg5 =, Del Campo-—de Firmian, Linares N.L. 1994. 


(p) 9 £4 exf4 10 Bxf4 Nc6 11 Qd2 would transpose into the column after 11... 0-0 
12 0-0-0, but Black can also try 11... d5!? 12 exd5 Nxd5 13 Nxd5 Qxd5 with 
good chances to equalize, Ye Jiangchuan—Ponomariov, Bled O]. 2002. 


(q) 14 Nxe6 Qxe6 15 Kbi Rac8 16 Rhe1 Rc5 17 Bd3 Rfc8 =, Dolmatov—Browne, 
Reykjavik 1990. . 


(rt) 8... exf4 allows White to gain a tempo over note (h). After 9 Bxf4 Be7 10 0-0 
0-0 11 Khi Nc6 12 Qe1 Rc8 13 Rdi White is clearly better, de Firmian— 
Hamann, Copenhagen 1998. 


(s) (A) 9...b5 should be met by 10 a3 instead of 10 g5 b4! «, (B)9...h6 10 g5 
hxg5 11 fxg5 Nh7 Nd5 +, Fernandez—Nakamura, New York Masters 2002. 


(t) 14 h4 Be7 15 Nd4 Qad 16 Nfs +, R. Byrne—Sanders, U.S Open 1990. 
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(u) (A) 6... e6 transposes into the Scheveningen Variation, as does 6...Qc7 
7 0-0 eG. (B) Too risky is 6... b5?! 7 a4 b4 8 Nd5. (C) 6... g6 is Black’s other 
reasonable attempt to avoid main lines. White could then play as in the Clas-- 
sical Dragon with 7 0-0 Bg7 8 a4 0-0, where the interpolation of a4, a6 is 
slightly to White’s benefit. A sharper try is 7 g4 Bg7 8'g5 Nfd7 9 Be3 b5 10 Qd2 
Bb7 oo, Svidler—Xu Jun, Yerevan OL 1996, 


(v) 7...g68a4b6 9 f4 Bb7 10 Bf3 Qc7 11 Qel e5 12 Nde2 Bg7 13 Kh1 0-0 14 f5! 
Rae8 15 Qh4 +, Smagin—TIlini¢, Yugoslavia 1991. 


(w) 14 exd5 exd5 15 c3 Bd6 16 h3 Ned 17 Nb6 +, Geller—Quinteros, Baden-Baden 
1985. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 
Najdorf Variation, 6 Bc4 
1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nfé 5 Nc3 a6 6 Bc4 e6 7 Bb3(a) 


37 38 39 40 41 42 
DO see decee Eien ete aia deds do och, Bila Fae yteiea least stedaansees Nbd7(u) 
B.. . 0-0(b) io nec akelisieranines eabes ities Qfa(r) f4(v) 
BG7 12. dcceites doieiadeneee caine eplalts Bb7(m) Qc7 Nc5 
O° “QF ve citi einseasiena ts £4(j) Re1(n) Bg5 £5 
QC? vec cceeeds Qb6 Bb7(k). Nbd7(o) Nbd7 Be7(w) 
10 Qg3 Be3 e5 Bg5 0-0-0 Qf3(x) 
0-0(c) Qb7 dxe5 h6(p). Be7 0-0 
11 Bhé Qg3 fxe5 Bxf6 e5(s) Be3 
Ne’ b4(g) Bc5! Nxf6 Bb7 e5 
12  Radi(d) Na4 Be3 Qd3 Qg3 Nde2 
Bd7 Nbd7(h) Nc6 Nd7 Nxe5 Nxb3 
13 Nf3(e) £3 exf6 Qh3 Bxe6 axb3 
Nc6 0-0 Bxd4 Qi6 fxe6 bs! 
14 + Bf Racl Qe Rad1 f4 Nxb5?! 


Qb7(f) Ne5(i) Bxe3t(]) Be7(q) Kf7(t) d5(y) 


(a) (A) Some players choose 7 0-0 here so that 7... b5 8 Bb3 is column 25, thus 
avoiding 7... Nbd7 of column 29. White's options are reduced, though, in re- 
sponse to 7...Nc6 or 7... Be7. (B) 7 a3 Be7 8 Ba2 0-0 9 0-0 b5 10 f4 Bb7 11 f5 
e5 12 Nde2 Nbd7 13 Ng3 Rc8 14 Bg5 Rxc3! 15 bxc3 Nxe4 +, Ermenkov— 
Portisch, Skara 1980. 


(b) (A) Rarely played anymore is the old line 8 £4 Bb7 9 f5 e5 10 Nde2 Nbd7 11 Bg5 
Be7 12 Ng3 Rc8 13 Nh5 (13 0-07! h5!) 13 ... Nxh5 14 Qxh5 0-0 =, (B) For 8 Bg5 
Be7 see note (s). 


(c) 10...Nc6 11 Nxc6 Qxc6 12 Rel Bb7 (12...00 13 Bh6 Ne8 14 Nd5! Bds 
15 a4 or 15 Re3 +) 13 Qxg7!? Rg8 14 Qh6 0-0-0 15 Qh3 Kb8 16 f3 Rg6 17 Be3 
Rdg8 18 Re2, Nijboer—-Schneider, EU Chp. 2001, leaves Black with an initia- 
tive, but no clear compensation for the pawn. 


(d) 12 Rfel Bd7 13 a4 (13 Nfs? exf5 14 Nd5 Qd8 15 exf5 Bf6 wins), is Kasparov— 
Galfand, Paris 1991, Black would have an equal game after 13 ... Bf6 14 Rad1 
bxa4. ; 


(e) (A) 13 a3 Nc6 14 Nxc6 Bxc6 15 Bf4 Qb7 16 Rfel a5 =, Short-Kasparov, World 
Chp. 1998, (B) 13 f4 Nc@ 14 Nxc6 Bxcé 15 f5 Kh8 16 Be3 b4 17 Na4, 
A, Sokolov—Gelfand, USSR Chp. 1989; now 17... Nf6 leaves both sides with 
active play, 


(f) 15 Rfel b4 16 Ne2 e5 17 Bg5 Be6 18 Nh4 Bxg5 19 Qxe5 Nad 20 Bd5 Bxd5 
21 Rxd5 Ne4 =, Hratek-Lutz, Germany 1996. 


(g) White retains some initiative after 11 ...Nc6 12 Nxe6 Qxc6 13 f3 +, Hib- 
ner—Armas, Germany 1989, but 11 .. . 0-0 12 Bh6 Ne8 13 Rad1 Bd7, similar to 
the previous column, is sensible. 


(h) 12... Nxe4?! 13 Qxpe7 BE6 14 Qh6 Rg8 15 f3 +, Tisdall-Popovych, New York 
1974, 


(i) 15 c4 bxc3 16 Rxc3 Bd7 17 Nb6 Nh5 18 Qh3 Nf4 19 Bxf4 Qxbé6 =, Reinderman-— 
K. Georgiev, Warsaw 2005. 


(j) (A) 9 Be3 0-0 10 £4 b4 11 Na4 Bb7 12 e5 dxe5 13 Nxe6é!? fxe6 14 Bxe6t Kh8 
15 Qxd8 Rxd8 16 fxe5 Ng8 17 Nb6 Ra7 = 18 Rad1?! Nc6 19 Rxd8 Nxd8 20 Bxg8 
Kxg8 21 Nc8 Bxc8 22 Bxa7 Nc6 F, Kaidanov—de Firmian, Las Vegas 1994. 
(B) 9 a4 b4 10 Na2 Bb7 11 Bxe6 fxe6 12 Nxe6 Qd7 13 Nxg7+t Kf7 14 Nh5 Bxe4 
15 Nxf6 Bxfé 16 Qh5t Ke8 17 Nxb4 Nc6 =, Polgar—Ribli, Hungarian Chp. 1971. 


(k) Also reasonable is 9... 0-0 10 e5 dxe5 11 fxe5 Nfd7 12 Be3 Nxe5 13 Qh5 Nc4 
14 Bxc4 bxc4 15.Rad1 Qe7 16 Rf3 g6 17 Qhé f6 18 Rdf1i e5 19 Rg3 Bd8 20 Nf3 
Nc6 21 Bc5 Be7 22 Rxg6t hxg6 23 Qxp6t with perpetual check, de Firmian- 
Ivanchuk, Amsterdam 1996. 


(1) 15 Qxe3 Qd4 16 Rae1 gxf6 17 Ne4 (de Firmian-Carlsen, Copenhagen 2004) 
17... Ke7=. 


(m) Very dangerous is 8... b4?! 9 Na4 Nxe4 10 Rei d5 (10... Nf6 11 Bg5 Be7 
12 Nf5 exf5 13 Bxf6 pxf6 14 Qd5 wins) 11 Bf4 Bb7 12 Nxe6! fxe6 13 Qh5t Kd7 
(13... p6 14 Qe5 +) 14 Rxe4 winning, Rowley—D’Arruda, 1989. 


(n) 9 £47! b4 10 Na4 Bxe4 =. 


(o) 9...b4 10 Na4 Nbd7 11 a3! Nxe4 (11... bxa3 12 Bxe6! fxe6 13 Nxe6 Qad 
14 Rxa3 +) 12 Nxe6! fxe6 13 Bxe6 +, de Firmian—Hort, Baden-Baden 1981. 


(p) Black must watch out for sacrifices: (A) 10... Be7?! 11 Bxe6! +. (B)10...Nc5 
11 Bd5! b4 12 Bxb7 Nxb7 13 Nd5 exd5 14 exd5t Kd7 15 c3 +, Tal—Mukhin, 
USSR 1972. (C) 10...Qb6 11 a4 b4 12 Nd5 exd5 13 exd5t Ne5 14 a5 Qc5 
15 Be3! Qc8 16 Ba4t Ke7 17 f4 =, Adams—Sadler, Dublin 1993. 


(q) 15 Nxe6! fxe6 16 Bxe6 Ne5 17 Bd5 +, Grigoriants—Kokarev, Russia 2002. 


(rt) A similar line is 8 Bg5.Be7 9 Qf3 Qc7 when 10 0-0-0 Nbd7 transposes into 
the column (not 10... 0-0 11 e5 Bb7 12 exf6 Bxf3 13 fxe7 Bxd1? 14 Nxe6!). 
Instead of 10 0-0-0 White has tried 10 e5 Bb7 11 exd6 Bxd6 12 Qe3 Bcd 
13 0-0-0 Nc6 14 Bxf6 pxf6 15 Ne4 Bxd4 16 Rxd4 Nxd4 17 Nxf6t Kf8 18 Qxd4 
Rd8 =, Kogan-Sutovsky, Russia 2006. 


(s) 11 Rhe1 0-0 12 Qg3 Nc5 =, Ly Hong—Nguyen Phu Quoc, Vietnam 2007. 


(t) Not 14... Ng6? 15 Nxe6 Qd7 16 Rhe1 Kf7 17 f5 Nfs 18 Bxfé Bxfé 19 Rxd6 
with a winning attack, Christiansen—Wojtkiewicz, U.S Chp. 2006. After 14... 
Kf7 15 fxe5 dxe5 16 Nxe6 Kxe6 17 Qh3t Kf7 18 Bxf6 gxf6 19 Rd7 Qc8 20 Rhd1 
Bc6 21 Qh5t Kf8 22 Qhét Kf7 perpetual check occurs, Ris—Ibragimov, Essent 
Open 2006. 
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(u) (A) Often played is 7...Nc6, transposing into the Sozin Variation. 
(B) 7... Be7?! can be met by 8 g4! Nc6 (8... h6 9 Rgi Nc6 10 Be3 +38... d5 
9 exd5 Nxd5 10 Nxd5 exd5 11 Nf5 +) 9 g5 Nd7 10 h4 Ncd 11 Be3 + 
Djurhuus—van Wely, Gausdal 1994. 


(v) The sharp 9 e5 dxe5 10 fxe5 Nfd7 11 Bf4 b5 12 Qe2 Bb7 13 0-0-0 Qad 14 Rhf1 


(14 a3 =) 14... b4 15 Nd5 Bxd5 16 Bxd5 exd5 17 e6 Nf6 favors Black, 
Vavra—Popov, Pardubice 2000. 


/ 


(w) 9... e5?! 10 Nde2 Nxb3 11 axb3 h6 12 Ng3 Bd7 13 Nh5 +, Zapata—Fedorow- 
icz, Philadelphia 1993. 


(x) 100-00-011 fxe6 fxe6 12 Nf5 Nxb3 13 Nxe7t Qxe7 14 axb3 Bd7 =, Berthelot— 
Loeffler, Cannes 1996. 


(y) 15 Qg4 g6 16 Bh6 Nxe5d 17 Qf4 b4 is a sharp position with chances for both 
sides, Vavra—Ftacnik, Czech Republic 1995. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 
Najdorf Variation, 6 f4 and 6 Misc. 
1e4c5 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4(a) Nfé 5 Nc3 a6 


43 44 45 46 47 48 
Go FE peiscceeseteawveenideriads rites oii eee tetaeeanettaceiaes O4 eciscotonas £3!7(v) 
OSs keisarcenarcnceeeones QEZ cei: Nbd7(o) Nc6(s) Qb6(w) 
7 Nf3 Bd3(k) Be2 Be2 g4 
Nbd7 g6(l) e5(p) e5 Nc6 
8 a4(b) 0-0 fxe5 Nxc6 Nb3 
Be7(c) Bg7 dxe5 bxc6 e6 
9 Bd3(d) Nf3 Nf5 f4 Bf4 
0-0 Nbd7 Qb6 Qa5(t) Qc7 
10 0-0 Qel Bf3(q) 0-0 Qd2 
NCB... cs sees exf4 b5(m) g6 Rb8 Ne5 
11 Kh1 Bxf4(h) e5 Ne3 Kh1 Be2 
exf4(e) Qb6t dxe5 Bb4 Be7 Be7 
12 Bxf4 Kh1 fxe5 0-0 fxe5 Bg3 
Bg4! Qxb2 Ng4 Bxc3 dxe5 bs 
13 Be3(£) Qe1(i) e6 bxc3 Bc4 g5 
Rc8&(g) Qb6(j) fxe6(n) 0-O(r) 0-0(u) Nfd7(x) 


(a) 4 Qxd4 is used by players who wish to avoid theory. After 4... Nc6 5 Bb5 
Bd7 6 Bxc6 Bxc6 7 Nc3 Nf6 8 Bg5 e6 9 0-0-0 Be7 10 Rhe1 0-0 11 Qd2 hé 
12 Bf4 (12 Bh4 Nxe4! F 12 ...e5 chances are equal, Karjakin—Topalov, Dubai 
Rapid 2002. Also reasonable is 4... . a6 5 c4 Nc6 6 Qd2 g6=. 


(b) (A) 8 Bd3 b5 9 0-0 Be7 10 Kh1 0-0 =. (B) 8 Bc4 b5 9 Bd5 Rb8 =. White must 
stop Black on the queenside to play for an advantage. 


(c) 8... Qc7 9 Bd3 g6 10 0-0 Bg7 11 Qel b6 12 Qh4 Bb7 13 Kh1 0-0 14 f5 allows 
White good attacking chances, P. Cramling—Arnason, Reykjavik 1994. 


(d) 9 Bc4 Qa5 10 Qe2 (10 Bd2 exf4 =) 10... exf4 11 Bxf4 0-0 12 0-0 Ne5 13 Nd5 
Nxd5 14 Bxd5 Qb6t 15 Kh1 Nxf3 16 Qxf3 Be6 =, Leko—Sutovsky, Tilburg 
1996, 


(e) 11...d5 12 Nxe5 dxe4 13 Be2 Qc7 (13... Qxd1 14 Rxd1 +) 14 Be3 b6 
15 Qe1 Bb7 16 Qg3 Rad8 17 Rad1 +, Psakhis—Balashov, Irkutsk 1986. 


(f) 13 Qd2 Bhd 14 Rae1 Bg6 15 b4 Nxd3 16 cxd3 d5! =, Z. Almasi—Oll, Yerevan 
Ol. 1996. 


(g) 14 Qe1 (14 Qd2 Nxd3 15 cxd3 d5 = or 15 Qxd3 Be6 =) 14... Bh5 15 Be3 Bgé 
16 Bd4 Re8 =, Friedel-Onyekwere, North American Open 2006. 
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(h) White can avoid the pawn sacrifice with 11 Kh1 Nh5!? 12 Nd5 (12 Nd4 Ndf6é 
13 Be2 g6 =, J. Polgar-Gelfand, Linares 1997) 12... Nc5 13 Nxf4 Be4 14 Qel 
Re8 15 Nd5 Rc8 =, Semeniuk—Popov, Russian League 2004. 


(i) 13 Nd5 Nxd5 14 exd5 Qbé4! =. 


(j) 14 Nd5 Nxd5 15 exd5 Qd8! 16 c4 Nc5 17 Bc2 Bg4 18 Qg3 Bxf3 19 Rxf3 Bh4 
with equal chances, Mahesh—Arghyadip, India 2000. 


(k) 7 a4 Nc6 8 Be2 g6 9 0-0 Bg7 10 Nb3 0-0 11 Kh1 b6 12 Nd5 Nxd5 13 exd5 Nb4 
14 c3 Bf5! and Black has counterplay, P. Carlsson—Froehlich, Budapest 2000. 


(1) Black could try the unusual 7. . . e5 8 Nf3 b5!? with fair chances. 


(m) 10...0-0 11 f5! b5 12 Qh4 Bb7 13 Bhé or 13 fxg6 gives White a dangerous 
attack. 


(n) 14 Qh4 Nde5d (14... Ngf6 15 Bh6 +) 15 Nxe5 Nxe5 16 Be4 Bb7 (Z Almasi- 
Lalié, Hrvatska 1996) 17 Bxb7 Qxb7 18 Bhé +. 


(0) (A) 6... g6?! 7 Nf3! Bg7 8 e5 Nh5 9 Bc4 0-0 10 Ng5 e6 11 p4 +, Kavalek— 
R. Byrne, U.S. Chp. 1978. (B) 6...e6 transposes into the Scheveningen 
Variation. 


(p) 7... g6 8 0-0 Bg7 9 a4 0-0 10 Khi Nc5d 11 Bf3 +, Stoica—Buljovcié, Bajmok 
1984. 


(q) 10 Nd5 Nxd5 11 Qxd5 Qc5 12 Qb3 Nf6 13 Bc4 Qb4t =, Kasparov—Gelfand, 
Horgen 1994. 


(tr) 14 Qe1 Nc5 15 Khi1 Be6 16 Qh4 +, Wallace—Agrest, Sweden 1995. 


(s) 6...e5 7 Nf3 h6 8 Bc4 Qc7 9 Bb3 Be6 10 0-0 Nbd7 11 Nh4 +, Balashov- 
Sunye, Wijk aan Zee 1982. 


(t) Also reasonable is 9... a5 10 0-0 Be7 11 Qe1 0-0 12 Kh1 Nd7 =. 
(u) 14 Qe1 Kh8 =, Fishbein—-Browne, USA 1994. 


(v) Other sixth moves have little theoretical importance. On (A) 6 h3 Black gains 
easy equality with 6...e6,6...g6,or6...Nc6, but not 6... e5?! 7 Nde2 
Be6 8 g4 + which gives some justification to 6 h3. (B) 6 Bd3 e5 7 Nde2 Be7 
8 0-0 0-0 9 Be3 b5 10 a3 Nbd7 =, Hassabis—de Firmian, Reykjavik 1990. 
(C) 6 Rg1!? (planning 7 g4 like a Keres Attack) 6...e5 7 Nb3 h5!? 8 Bg5 Be7 
9 Be2 Nbd7 10 a4 b6 11 Nd2 Bb7 12 Nc4 Qc7 13 Ne3 Qc5 14 Qd3 Qdé4 =, 
Glek—Lautier, Bad Zwesten 1999. 


(w) More usual for Black is to transpose into the English Attack with 6... e5 or 
6... e6 (Scheveningen Variation). On 6... b5 7 a4 b4 8 Nd5b =. 


(x) 14 h4 Nb6 15 Qd4 0-0 =, Svidler—Grischuk, Tal Mem. 2006. 
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DRAGON VARIATION 
(INCLUDING THE ACCELERATED 
DRAGON) 


1 e4c5 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 g6 


“My 
7 


Yi, as el 
TA 
Y 


S Cae 


HE DRAGON VARIATION is Black’s most direct attacking (or counterat- 
tacking) scheme in the Sicilian. The fianchettoed bishop on g7 ex- 
erts a powerful influence on the long diagonal, bearing down on 
the center and queenside. The opening is named for the serpentlike pawn 
formation of Black’s kingside (see diagram above). The name is also ap- 
propriate for the aggressive, dangerous character of the defense. Black can 
generate crushing attacks when things go his/her way, or his/her position 
can go up in flames itself. 
The Yugoslav Attack, 6 Be3 Bg7 7 £3 Nc6 8 Qd2 0-0 (columns 1—18), 
see diagram below, meets the aggressive Dragon with a response worthy of 
St. George. 


White castles on the queenside and thrusts forward his/her kingside 
pawns, playing for mate. The most involved and complex positions arise 
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in the Soltis Line, 9 Bc4 Bd7 10 0-0-0 Rc8 11 Bb3 Ne5 12 h4 h5 (columns 
1—6). White has chances for advantage with the subtle 13 Bg5 (columns 
1—3), although play is involved and dangerous for both sides. 

The older plan for Black is to play 12... Nc4 (columns 7-8) instead 
of blocking h4—h5, This and the other Black alternatives after 9 Bc4 (cov- 
ered in columns 9-12) allow White some initiative. As usual in the Yu- 
goslav Attack, one slip by either side can be fatal. 

Recent theory has favored 9 0-0-0 (columns 13-15), not losing time 
with 9 Bc4 and Bb3. The problem with this had always been that Black 
plays in the center with 9... d5, but the positional approach of column 
13 is pleasant for White. Black can gain equality against 9 g4 (columns 
16-17). Black takes risks with the delayed castling system of column 18. 

The Classical Variation is 6 Be2 Bg7 7 0-0 0-0 8 Be3 Nc6 (columns 
19-24). White castles kingside, putting his/her monarch away from the 
dangerous Dragon diagonal (a1—h8). White seeks to keep a spatial advan- 
tage, a safer and more natural strategy than the Yugoslav Attack, but Black 
has adequate resources to gain equality. Columns 25 and 26 are alternative 
variations for White after the classical 6 Be2. Column 26, in which White 
castles queenside, is especially interesting. 

6 f4 is the Levenfish Variation (columns 27-29), in which White 
plays for a quick attack in the center. Black has little trouble if he/she re- 
sponds with 6... Nc6 (column 27). 6 g3 (column 30) is a way to take play 
into unusual territory but is not theoretically troublesome for Black. 


Lae 


The ACCELERATED DRAGON is 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 cxd4.4 Nxd4 g6, see dia- 
gram above. The idea behind this variation is to achieve the break 
...d7—d5 in one move. For example, both 5 Nc3 Bg7 6 Be3 Nf6 7 Be2 d5 
and 5 Nc3 Bg7 6 Be3 Nfé 7 £3 0-0 8 Qd2 d5 leave Black a full tempo ahead 
of the normal Dragon. 

White needs to control d5, and he can do this with pieces (Nc3 
and Bc4) or pawns (e4 and c4). The former can transpose into the Dragon, 
but there are many independent lines that are covered in columns 1-6. 
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These are generally complicated, tactical lines that leave Black with good 
chances if he is familiar with the theory. 

With 5 c4 White establishes the Maréczy Bind (columns 7-12). This 
leads to a quieter, positional type of game, yet Black will get strangled if 
he/she cannot find active play. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Dragon Variation, Yugoslav Attack—Soltis Line 


1 e4c5 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 g6 6 Be3 Bg7 7 £3 Nc6 
8 Qd2 0-0 9 Bc4 Bd7 10 0-0-0 Rc8 11 Bb3 Ne5 12 h4 h5 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
13:6 — BgbS cccssetsseuntedoncccdeaspeasaeenoueaes Bhé.......... Kb1.......... g4(x) 
Rc5!(a) Bxh6(q) Nc4 hxe4 
14 KT sorsie secs Sosehansectss f4(1) Qxh6 Bxc4 h5 
Boss. esicceks Res Nc4(m) Rxc3! Rxc4 Nxh5 
15 g4(b) Rhe1(g) Qd3 bxc3 Nde2(v) Bho 
a5(c) Qa5(h) Neg4!?(n) = Qe7(r) b5 e6! 
16 pxh5 a3(i)} Bxc4 Kb1 Bh6é Rdg1 4 
a4(d) Qaé!(j) Nf2 Rc8!(s) Qa5d Qfé 7 
17 ~=+#M! f4 Qe2 p4 Bxg7 Bxg7(y) 
Bhs Nc4_ - Nxh1 Qxc3(t) Kxg7 Qxg7 
18 h7t(e) Bxc4 Bb3 pxh5 Nf4. fxp4 
Nxh7 Rxc4 Qb6(o) Nc4 Rfc8 Nf6é 
19 Bd5 e5 £5 Bxc4 Ned5 Rh4 


Bg7(f) Nh7(k) Bxd4(p) Rxc4(u) Qxd2(w) —_g5(z) 


(a) 13... Nc4 14 Qe2! Na5 15 Kb1, Geller—Miles, Linares 1983, leaves White safe 
on the queenside and ready for kingside action. 


(b) 15 Rhe1 a5 16 £4.Nc4 (16... Neg4?7!17 e5! a4—17.... b4 18 Na4 + —18 Bxf7t 
Rxf7 19 e6 +, Tornai—Horvath, Budapest 1994) 17 Bxc4 Rxc4 18 e5 b4 19 Ncb5 
dxe5 (19 .. . Qb6? 20 Nxd6! exd6 21 exf6 wins, Santo Roman—Moingt, Cannes 
1993) 20 fxe5 Nd5 with chances for both sides, van Kempen-—Poli, corr. 1996. 


(c) 15... hxg4 16 h5 Rxe3 (16... Nxh5?! 17 Nd5 Re8 18 Rxh5! gxh5 19 Qh2 +, 
Vouldis—Tiviakov, Ploviv 2003) 17 bxc3 Nxf3 18 Nxf3 Nxe4 19 Qh2 Nxc3t 
20 Kel Qa5d =, Srba—Tupy, Slovakia 2004. 


(d) 16...Nxh5 17 Nd5 Re8 18 Nf4! Nc4 19 Bxc4 Rxc4 20 Nxh5 Rxd4 21 Qg2 +, 
Smirov—Konguvei, Win TV 2004. 


(e) After 18 Bd5?! Kh7! Black has an edge since his king’is now safely hidden on 
the h-file. 


(f) 20 Be3 e6 21 Nxe6 Bxe6 22 Bxc5 +, Smirnov—Golubev, Izmir 2004. 


(g) (A) 15 g4?! hxg4 16 h5 Nxh5 17 Ndb5 (17 £4!7) Rxd5 18 exd5 Nxf3 19 Nxf3 
gxf3 =, Martin—Mestel, Lloyds Bank 1994. (B) 15 £4!? Ne4 16 Qd3 Qc8 17 f5 
Ne5 18 Qe2 Kh7 19 Bxf6 Bxf6 20 g4 hxg4 21 Nd5 Bp7 ~, Large—W. Watson, 
London (rapid) 1991. (C) 15 Bh6 Qa5 16 Bxg7 Kxg7 17 Rhe1 b5 18 Nd5 
Qxd2 =, Hracek—Jirovsky, Bundesliga 2007. 
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(h) 15... b5 16 £4 Nc4 17 Bxc4 (17 Qd3 may be better) 17... Rxc4 18 e5 b4 9, 
Glimbrant—Komljenovié, Andorra 1991. 


(i) 16 £4 Nc4 17 Bxc4 Rxc4 18 Bxf6 Bxf6 19 Nd5 Qxd2 20 Nxf6t exf6 21 Rxd2 
{5 =, Beliavsky—Georgiev, Wijk aan Zee 1985. 


(j) 16... b5?! 17 Bxf6 exf6 18 Nde2 Rc6 19 Nd5 +, Anand—Kasparov, World 
Chp. 1995. 


(k) 20 e6 Bxe6 21 Nxe6 Bxc3 22 bxc3 Qxa3 23 Nd4 Nxp5 24 hxg5 Ra4 draw 
agreed, Smirin—Hodgson, Ischia 1996. 25 Nb3 leaves Black in perpetual check. 


(1) 14 g4 hxg4 with two continuations: (A) 15 h5 Nxh5 16 Nd5 Rxd5 17 Bxd5 Qb6 
18 Bb3 gxf3 =. (B) 15 £4 Nc4 16 Qd3 (16 Qe2 b5 17 £5 Qad =) 16... b5 17 £5 
gxf5 18 exf5 Ne5 19 Qe3 Rxc3 20 bxc3 Kh7 21 h5 a5 = Sarwat—Sameeh, Tanta 
2001, 


(m) 14... Neg4 15 Rhe1 Qa5 16 f5 gxf5 17 Nxf5 Bxf5 18 exfs Re8 19 Nd5 +, Kam- 
sky—Ivanchuk, Buenos Aires 1994. 


(n) 15... b5 16 e5 Ng4 17 exd6 Rxgs 18 fxg5! Nf2 19 Qe2 Nxd1 20 Rxdi Nxd6 
21 Nexb5 Nxb5 22 Nxb5 Bxb5 23 Bxf7t +, Rocha—Langier, Mar del Plata 1989. 


(o) 18... Bg4! 19 Nf3 Rxc3 20 bxc3 Qa5 gives Black enough play, Eames—Snape, 
4NCL (after 21 Rxh1 Qxc3). 


(p) 20 Rxd4 Rxf5 21 exfS Qxd4 22 fxg6 Qgit 23 Nd1 Bg4 24 gxf7t Kg7 25 Qd2 +, 
Klovans—Tiviakov, Groningen 1991. 


(q) 13...Nc4 14 Bxc4 Rxc4 15 Bxg7 Kxg7 16 g4 hxg4 17 h5 Rh8 18 hxg6 fxg6 
19 f4 +, R. Anderson—Khachiyan, U.S. Open 2003. 


(t) 15... Qa5 16 Kb1 Rc8 17 g4 Qxc3! transposes back into the column. Note 
that Black waits for 17 g4 to capture on c3 so that 18 Ne2 would leave f3 
unprotected. 


(s) 16... a5? 17 £4 Nfg4 18 Qg5 a4 19 fxe5 axb3 20 cxb3 Nf2 21 e6! +, Short— 
H, Olafsson, Wijk aan Zee 1987. 


(t) 17...a5 18 Nf5! Bxf5 19 exf5 Qxc3 20 fxg6 Nc4 21 gxf7t Kxf7 22 Qc1 +, 
W. Watson—Kudrin, Palma de Mallorca 1989. 


(u) 20 Rd3 Qb4t 21 Rb3 Qc5 22 Ne2 (Kovacevic—Ristic, SCG 2005), now 22... 
Rxc2 23 Rei Rxc1 24 Nxc1 Ba4 is equal. 


(v) 15 Nb3 Qc7 16 Bd4 Bcé! 17 Qe2 b5 18 e5 Nd5 19 Nxd5 Bxd5 =, Kaplan—Miles, 
Hastings 1976/77. 


(w) 20 Rxd2 Nxd5 21 Nxd5 Kf8 =, Anand—Kasparov, World Chp. 1995. 


(x) 13 Rdg1 Qa5 14 Kb1 Rc5! (14... Re4!?) 15 g4 hxg4 (15... Rxc3 16 gxh5! 0) 
16 h5 Nxh5 leaves Black with somewhat better chances. 


(y) 17 fxg4 (17 Bg5? Nxf3 +) 17...Bxh6 18 Qxh6é Qf4t 19 Qxf4 Nxf4 F, 
Goodman-Miles, England 1974. 


(z) 20 Rh3 Rxc3! = (Sapi and Schneider). 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Dragon Variation, Yugoslav Attack 


1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nfé 5 Nc3 g6 
6 Be3 Bg7 7 f3 0-0 8 Qd2 Nc6 9 Bc4 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
BO 7stederevoonin ahd ees igsie eds Gao en toca eee an eA eaue ened elie Nxd4(u) 
10 0-0-0(a) Bxd4 , 
ROB i5..c0ie sivas eeees Qadri cpske eet aeisteseak Qc7(r) Be6 ~ 
11 Bb3 Bb3 Bb3 Bb3 
Ne5 Rfc8 Nad Qa5 
12 h4(b) Kbi(i) h4 0-0-0 
Nc4 Ned Nc4 b5(v) 
13 Bxc4 ha(j) Bxc4 Kb1 
Rxc4 NC4 yisas veces b5 Qxc4 b4 
14 h5(c) Bxc4. Nexb5(m) Bhé(s) Nd5 
Nxh5 Rxc4 Qxd2(n) b5 Bxd5 
15 g4 Nb3 Bxd2(o) Bxg7 exd5 
Nf6é Qe7(k) Nc4(p) Kxg7 Qb5 
16 Nde2........ Bhé(£) Bd4 Bxc4 Kb1 Qd3 
Rea(d) Nxe4. Be6 Rxc4 e6 Qb7 
17 Bh6é Qe3(g) h5 b3 h5 Rhe1 
Bh8(e) Rxc3(h) a5(1) Rc5(q) ba(t) a5(w) 


(a) 10 Bb3 allows the possibility of 10... Nxd4 11 Bxd4 b5 12 h4 a5 13 a4 bxa4 
14 Nxa4 Be6! with chances for both sides, Shirov—Ivanchuk, Wijk aan Zee 
1999, 


(b) (A) 12 g4?! b5! allows Black immediate queenside play. (B) 12 Kb1 Nc4 
13 Bxc4 Rxc4 14 g4 Qc7 15 g5 Nh5 16 Nd5 Qds 17 Ne2 Be6 18 Ng3 Bxd5 19 exd5 
Qd7 =, Svidler-van Wely, Wijk aan Zee 1999. (C) 12 Bh6é Bxh6 13 Qxh6 Rxc3! 
14 bxc3 Qc7 15 Kb1 Rc8 =. 


(c) This move is by far the most common choice, but 14 g4 is problably stronger, 
eg. 14...b5 15 h5 b4 16 Nd5 e6 (16... Nxd5 17 exd5 Qa5—17... Qc7 
18 Kb1 + —18 Kb1 Qxd5 19 Qh2 +) 17 Nxb4 when Black has practical 
chances for the pawn, but careful play should favor White. 


(d) 16... Qa5?! 17 Bhé Bxh6 (17 ... Bh8 18 Bxfé is not enough compensation for 
the exchange) 18 Qxh6 Rfc8 19 Rd3! + threatening 20 g5 Nh5 21 Nf4, Karpov— 
Korchnoi, match 1974. 


(e) 18 eb Nxg4! (18... dxe5? 19 g5 +) 19 fxg4 Bxe5 20 Bf4 Qa5 21 Bxe5 Qxed 
22 Qh6 Qg7 =, Kerek—Schneider, Budapest 1994. 
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(f) There are several alternatives for White, all as significant as 16 Bh6, though 
likewise gaining no advantage. (A) 16 Nb3 Re8 17 Bhé (17 e5 Nxg4! as in the 
previous column) 17... Bh8 18 Bg5 Qc8 19 Rh4 (19 Qh2 Be6 =) 19... Nxg4! 
20 fxg4 Bxg4 (Khalifman) leaves Black in good shape. (B) 16 Nd5 e6 17 Nxfét 
Qxf6 18 Qh2 Rfc8 =. (C) 16 Kb1i Re8! 17 Nd5 e6 18 Nxf6t Qxf6 19 Qh2 hé!? 
(19... e5 is sensible) 20 Qxd6 Rd8 = (Ward). (D) 16 e5 Nxg4 (also 16... dxe5 
17 Nb3 Rc6 18 Bc5 h6 , Wibe—Nesis, corr. 1991) 17 fxg4 Bxg4 18 Rdgi dxe5 
19 Rxg4 Rxd4! 20 Bxd4 exd4 21 Ne4 Qd5 with fair compensation for the rook, 
Hellers—Ernst, Sweden 1987. 


(g) (A) 17 Nxe4? Rxd4 18 Qh2 Be5 19 Qh4 Rxdit 20 Kxd1 f5 21 Bxfs Kxf8 +, 
Baikov—Utiatsky, USSR 1967. (B) 17 Qh2 Be5 18 f4 Bxd4 19 Rxd4 Rxd4 
20 Bxf8 h5 21 gxh5 Qxf8 22 hxg6 Qg7 23 gxf7t Kxf7 24 Rg1 Bg4 25 Nxe4 Rxe4 
26 Rxg4 =, Reichelt-Schneider, Dortmund 1988. 


(h) 18 bxc3 Nfé6 19 Bxg7 Kxg7 20 Ne2 Qa5d 21 Qhét Kg8 =, Janotta—Comte, French 
League 2001. 


(i) 12 h4 Ne5 13 h5 Nxh5 14 g4 Nf6 15 Bh6 Rxc3 16 bxc3 Bxh6é =, Tal—Wade, 
Palma de Mallorca 1966. White can play 13 Kb1 transposing into the column, 
but it is most flexible to play it on move 12. 


(j) The positional approach, 13 Bg5, gains an edge after 13... Nc4 14 Bxc4 Rxc4 
15 Nb3 Qe5 16 Bf4 Qe6 17 Ne2. Black does better with the sharp 13... Rc5! 
14 Rhe1 (14 Bxf6 Bxf6 15 Nd5 Qxd2 16 Nxf6t Kg7 =) 14... b5 15 f4 Nc4 16 Bxc4 
bxc4 17 e5 Rb8!? 18 exf6 exf6 19 Bh4 Qb4 with good play for Black, Siev- 
ers—Ward, England 1991. 


(k) There is no good square for the queen: (A) 15 .. . Qe5 16 Bd4 Qe6 17 Rhe1i Bc6 
18 Qd3 a5 19 e5 +, Thérhallsson—Tisdall, Gausdal 1996. (B) 15... Qa6 16 e5! 
Ne8 (16... dxe5 17 Nc5) 17 Nd5 Bxe5 18 Nxe7t Kf8 19 Nd5 Rxc2 20 Bh6t 
Ng7 21 Qxc2 Bf5 22 Qxf5 gxf5 23 £4 +, Zuckerman—van Scheltinga, Wijk aan 
Zee 1968. (C) 15... Qd8 16 Bh6 +. 


() 18 a4 b5 19 Nxb5 Qb8 20 h6 Bh8 21 Nc3 Rb4 22 e5 +, Gaponenko—Vlam, 
Ghent 2002. 


(m) 14 h5 Nc4 15 Bxc4 bxc4 16 Bh6 Bxh6 17 Qxh6 Rab8 18 Nd5 Nxd5 19 exd5 
Qa3 20 Nb3 cxb3! 21 bxa3 bxc2t 22 Kai cxdi(Q)t 23 Rxd1 Bf =, Tolnai- 
Jovicié, Leibnitz 1990. 


(n) 14... Qd8?! 15 Nc3 (also good is 15 Qe2) 15... Rab8 16 h5 +, Reutsky— 
Bergez, Budapest 2004. 


(o) 15 Rxd2 Rab8 16 Nc3 a5 17 a4 Nc4 18 Bxc4 Rxc4 19 Rd3 Rcb4 20 Ndb5 Bxb5 
21 axb5 Nd7 =, Schlosser—Ward, Oakham 1990. 


(p) 15... Rab8 16 Nc3 Be8 17 h5 a5 18 hxg6 hxg6 19 a4, Nijboer—Halay, Vlissin- 
gen 2005. 


(q) 18 c4 a6 (18...e5 19 Ne2 Bxb5 20 cxb5 Rxb5 21 Bg5 +, Thoérhallsson— 
Halldorsson, Iceland 1994) 19 Nc3 Rb8 20 Kc2 Ng4 21 fxg4 Bxd4 22 g5 +, 
Ree—Ward, England 1993. 


(r) 10... Qb8 11h4Rc8 12 Bb3 a5 13 h5! a4 14 Bd5 Nxh5 15 g4 Nf6 16 Nfs! Bxfs 
17 gxf5 Nb4 18 fxg6 Nfxd5 19 Bd4! Bxd4 20 Qxd4 e5 21 gxf7t Kf8 22 Qgi +, 
Agdestein—Karlsson, Gausdal 1987. 
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(s) 14 h5 b5 15 hxg6 fxg6 16 Bh6 b4 17 Nd5 Qxa2 =, Simik—Klima, Highlands 
Open 2005. 

(t) 18 hxg6 fxg6 19 Nce2 e5 20 Nb3 Rac8 21 g4 Be6 22 Ng3 +, De Jong—Golzow, 
corr. 1992, 

(u) 9...Nd7 10 Bb3 Nb6 11 Nd5! Nxd5 12 Bxd5 Bd7 13 h4 isa simple edge for 
White, Jurkovié—Petrillo, Genoa 1987. 

(v) 12... Bxb3 13 cxb3! Rfc8 14 Kb1 keeps the White king safe on the queenside 
while h4, h5 starts a kingside attack. 

(w) 18 Ba4! gives White a clear advantage, Browne—Kastner, USA 1970. .,; 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Dragon Variation, Yugoslav Attack 
9 0-0-0, 9 g4, Misc. 


1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 g6 6 Be3 Bg7 7 f3(a) 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
Ossie oi ero AG rialed foo naateas ce atadce meena en be cus whan abounaateneae Nc6 
Qd2 Qd2 
Nc6 Bd7 
0-0-0 isidesa sais Kia aeris eeaeeess estates 6 4 0-0-0(w) 
OS ee siaed cat tte sacs Nxd4(I) Be6(o) Rc8 
exd5......00- Qe1(h) Bxd4 0-0-0(p) g4 
Nxd5 e6(i) Be6 Nxd4........ Ne5 Ne5 
Nxc6 ha(j) Kb1 Bxd4 h4(t) h4 
bxc6 Qc7 Qc7 Qa5 Bc4 hs 
Bd4(b) h5(k) Nd5(m) a3 Bh3 g5 
e5(c) Nxh5 Bxd5 Rfc8(q) Ba6 Nh7 
Bc5 exd5 exd5 h4 b3 Kb1 
Be6(d) exd5 Rfc8 Rab Qa5s 0-0 
Ne4 Ndb5 Rel h5 Kb1 4 
Rb8(e) Qg3 a5 b5 Rfc8(u) Neg4 
Bc4(f) Bf2 Bb5 hxg6(r) Nd5 Bg1 
Re&(g) Qf4at= a4(n) fxg6(s) Qxd2(v) a6(x) 


(a) 7 Bc4 Ng4! 8 Bb5t Kfs gives Black fully equal chances. 
(b) White can also try to take the pawn: 12 Nxd5 cxd5 13 Qxd5 Qc7 14 Qc 


(14 Qxa8 7! BES =) 14... Qb7 (14... Qb8 15 Qa3 +) 15 Qa3 Bf5 16 Bd3 Rab8 
17 b3 Rfc8 =, Lagrave-Mamedov, Heraklio 2005. 


(c) Black has experimented with alternatives: (A) 12...Nxc3 13 Qxc3 Bhét 


14 Be3 Bxe3t 15 Qxe3 Qb6 16 Qxe7 Be6 17 Qa3 Rad8 18 Bd3 (18 Re1 may im- 
prove) 18 ... Rd5 19 Qc3 Re5 20 Qf6 Bxa2 =, Eggleston—Ward, British Rapid- 
play 2006. (B) 12... Bxd4 13 Qxd4 Qb6 (13... Qc7 14 Bc4 +) 14 Na4! Qa5 
15 b3 Bf5 16 g4 Be6 (16 .. . Bxc2 17 Rd2!) 17 Qe5 Qb4 18 c4 +, Herra—Herndn- 
dez, Havana 1993. 


(d) Black should not yet worry about Bxf8 as he would get fine compensation in 


dark-square play. 13 ... Re8 allows 14 Nxd5 cxd5 15 Qxd5 Qxd5 16 Rxd5 Be6 
17 Rd2 BxaZ 18 b4 a5 19 Bb5 Rec8 with a tiny edge for White, but even 
stronger is 14 Ne4, when 14... Be6 transposes into note (e) and 14... {5 
15 Nd6 Bf8 16 Bb5! Bd7 17 Ba4! Re6 (17... Qh4 18 Bb3) 18 Nb7 Qh4 19 Bxfs 
Qxa4 20 Ba3 Qc4 21 b3 Qa6 22 NaS leaves White in control. 
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(e) (A) 14... Re8 15 h4 h5 (15... £5 16 Ng5 Bh6 17 c4 is good; 15...h6 16 p4 
Qc7 17 g5 h5 18 Bc4 +, Ehlvest—Marin, Calcutta 1997; 15 . . . Nf4 16 Qe1 Qc7 
17 g3 Nd5 18 g4 a5 19 a4 +, Zivkovié—Milosevié, Pula 1996) 16 Bc4 a5 17 a4 
Nf4 18 Qxd8 Raxd8 19 Rxd8 Rxd8 20 Bxe6 Nxe6 21 Bb6 with an endgame ad- 
vantage, Kudrin—Golubev, Moscow 1995, (B) 14... Qc7 15 Bxf8 Bxf8 16 Bc4 
Rd8 17 h4 +, Shulman-Steiner, National Open 2001. 


(f) A sharp continuation is 15 c4 Re& 16 g4 Qc8 17 Nd6 Qa6 18 b3 Nfé 19 Nxe8 
Rxe8 20 Bd3 Nd7 with compensation for the exchange, Hendriks—Traut, corr. 
1990. 


(g) Not 15... Qc8? as White can finally take the exchange safely—16 Bxfs8 Qxf8 
17 Qad +. After 15... Re8 16 h4 h6 17 e4 a5 18 p5 h5 19 Bb3 +, Ong-Jones, 
Greece 2004. % 


(h) 10 Kb1 Nxd4 11 e5! is an addition to White’s options. Ronchetti—Cebalo, Reg- 
gio Emilia 2005, continued 11... Nf5 12 exf6 Bxf6! 13 Nxd5 Qxd5! 14 Qxd5 
Nxe3 15 Qd2 Nxd1 16 Qxd1 Be6 17 Bb5 a6 =, 


(i) 10... e5 11 Nxc6 bxc6 12 exd5 Nxd5! (12 ...cxd5?! 13 Bg5 Be6 14 Bc4 +) 
13 Bc4 Be6 14 Ne4 Qc7 15 Bcd Rfd& 16 g4 Nf4 =, Nedev—Rogozenko, Skopje 
2002. 


(j} 11 g4 e5! (because £3 is now unprotected) 12 Nxc6 bxc6 13 exd5 cxd5 14 Bg5 
(14 p5 d4 15 gxfé Qxf6 16 Ne4 Qxf3 +) 14... Bb7 15 Qxe5?7! h6 16 Bh4 g5 
17 Be1 Nxg4 +, Morozevich—Savchenko, Moscow 1991. 


(k) 12 exd5 exd5 13 Qd2 h5 14 Bf4 Qe7 15 Bg5 Qb4 16 Nb3 d4 17 Nxd4 Nxd4 
18 Qxd4 Qxd4 19 Rxd4 Nh7 =, Gallagher—Hodgson, Bern 1996. The column is 
Adams-—Tiviakov, Wijk aan Zee 1996. 


() (A) 9... Bd7 10 g4 Rc8 11 h4 Ned 12 h5 Nxf3!? 13 Nxf3 Bxg4 14 he! Bhs 
15 Be2 +, Ehlvest—Henley, New York 1997. (B) 9... Be6 10 Nxe6 fxe6 11 g3! +, 
as the White bishop can pressure from h3. 


(m) Wild complications result from 12 h4 Rfc8 13 h5 Qas 14 hxg6 hxe6 15 a3 Rab8 
16 Bd3 Bc4 (16... b5 17 Qe5 +) 17 Bxc4 Rxc4 18 Qel e6 19 g4 +, Parligras— 
Cebalo, HIT Open 2004. 


(n) 16 c4 Nd7 17 Bxg7 Kxg7 18 h4 +, K. Georgiev—Ward, Gibralter 2005. 


(o) (A) Black should wait for White to castle before exchanging on d4, e.g, 
9...Nxd4 10 Bxd4 Be6 11 h4 Qa5 12 h5 Rfc8 13 hxg6 hxg6 14 a3 Rabs 
15 Bd3 with attacking prospects, Nunn—Ward, Lloyds Bank 1984. 
(B) 9... Bxp4?! 10 fxg4 Nxg4 11 Nb3 a5 12 a4 Rc8 13 0-0-0 Nce5 14 Kb1 +, 
Zsu. Polgar—Ashley, New York 1992. (C) 9...e6 10 0-0-0 d5 11 Be2 Nxd4 
12 Bxd4 dxe4 13 g5 Nh5 14 Qe3! Qc7 15 Bxg7 Kxg7 16 Nxe4 +, Morris— 
Kudrin, Gausdal 1982. 


(p) 10 Nxe6 fxe6 leaves Black with a compact center and the open f-file bearing 
on the £3 pawn. Ward cites 11 0-0-0 Ne5 12 Be2 Qc8! 13 h4 Nc4 14 Bxc4 Qxc4 
as equal. Worse is 12... Rc8 13 h4 Qa5 14h5 +. 


(q) 12... Rab8 13 h4 b5 14 Nd5 Qxd2+t 15 Rxd2 Bxd5 16 exd5 a5 17 Bh3 Nd7 
18 f4 Bxd4 19 Rxd4 Rfc8 20 g5 allows White a slight endgame edge, Stripunsky— 
Obsivac, Fera Vrana 1992. i 
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(r) A tactical mess arises after 15 h6é b4! 16 Nb5 (16 hxg7 bxa3! +) 16... Rxb5 
17 Bxb5 Qxb5 18 hxg7 bxa3 19 Qd3 axb2t 20 Bxb2 Bc4 ~, Shirov—Golubev, 
USSR 1985. 


(s) Not 15... hxg6? 16 Qg5 +, or 15...b4? 16 Nd5! Bxd5 17 g5 +, Zsu. Polgar— 
Lindemann, Vienna 1991. After 15...fxe6 16 g5 Nh5 17 Bxg7 (Black- 
Belezky, Gibralter 2005) 17... Kxg7 18 Qd4t Kf7 19 Nd5 b4!? gives chances 
for both sides. 


(t) 11 g5 Nh5 12 f4 Nc4 13 Bxc4 Bxc4 14 b3 Be6 15 Nce2 Bg4 =, Herbrechtsmeier— 
Kern, corr. 1983. 


(u) 14... Qa3?! 15 gs Nh5 16 f4 Nc6 17 Bg4 Nxd4 18 Bxd4 Bxd4 19 Qxd4 Nxf4 
20 6&5 +, Anand—Milenkovié, Sharjah 1985. 


(v) 16 Rxd2 Nxd5 17 exd5 Rc3 is equal. 


(w) 9 Bc4 is also reasonable against this delayed castling system. After 9... Rc8 
10 Bb3 Ned 11 0-0-0 Qa5?! (11... Nc4 along more usual lines is better) 12 h4 
Nc4 13 Bxc4 Rxc4 14 Nb3 Qc7 15 Bd4 Bc6?! 16 e5! dxe5 17 Bxe5 White had a 
big advantage in Fischer—Camara, Siegen Ol. 1970. 


(x) 16 Nde2 b5 17 Nd5 Bc6 18 Bg2 Re8 19 Ne3 +, Myo—Tiviakov, Jakarta 1997. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Classical Dragon 


1 e4 G 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nfé 
5 Nc3 g6 6 Be2 Bg7 7 0-0 Nc6 8 Be3 0-0 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
9 NDS ai itesnicatnarn aisvsad soviceecadsiaigsataatctaecemen ts Qd2 ........ fa(r) 
BOG ies irs vice paavederreeces BD dv deveens a6(k) d5(n) Qb6! 
10 #4 a4 a4(l) exd5 Qd3(s) 
Qc8.......... Na5(e) Be6 Be6 Nxd5 Ne4 
11 Khi(a) f5 £4(i) f4 Nxc6(o) Bxg4(t) 
Bg4(b) Bc4 Rc8 Rc8. bxc6 Bxd4 
12 Bgi Bd3(f) Bf3(j) f5 Rad1 Bxd4 
Rbs Bxd3 Nd7 Bxb3 Qc7 Qxd4t 
13 Nd4 cxd3 Rf2 cxb3 Nxd5(p) Qxd4 
Bxe2 d5!(g) Nb6 Na5 cxd5 Nxd4 
14 Qxe2 Nxa5 Be2 Bd3 Qxd5 Bd1 
bs!? Qxab Nc4 Nd7 Be6 Be6 
15 e5(c) e5 Bxc4 Rec1 Qc5 Rf2 
dxe5(d) d4(h) Bxc4 = Nc5(m) Qxc5(q) Rac8 = 


(a) (A) 11 Bf3 Bg4 12 h3 (12 Nd5 Bxf3 13 Qxf3 Nd7 =) 12... Bxf3 13 Qxf3 e6 
14 Rad1 Rd8 15 f5 Ne5 16 Qf2 Nc4 = (Fedorowicz). (B) 11 h3 Rd8 12 Bf3 Bc4 
13 Rf2 e5 =. 


(b) Black can also play 11... Rd8 12 Bgl d5 13 e5 Ne4 14 Bd3 f5 15 exf6 Nxc3 
16 bxc3 Bxfé =, Mortensen—Winsnes, Swedish League 2003. 


() 15 Nxc6 Qxc6 16 Bxa7 b4! 17 Nd5 (17 Bxb8?! bxc3 +) 17... Rb7 wins the 
pawn back with a good game. 


(d) 16 dxe5 Nd7 17 Nxc6 Qxc6 18 Bxa7 Rb7 19 Bd4 b4 20 Ne4 Nxed =, Glek— 
Khalifman, Moscow 1995. 


(e) 10... Rc8 11 Khi (11 f5?! Bd7 12 g4 Ne5 13 g5 Rxc3! is good) 11... Na5 
12 {5 Nc4 13 Bd4 Bd7 14 Bxc4 Rxc4 15 Qe2 b5 16 a4 +, Seitaj—Velimirovié, 
Kavala 1985. : 


(f) 12 Nxa5 Bxe2 13 Nxb7 Bxd1 14 Nxd8 Bxc2 was equal in Lasker—Riumin, 
Moscow 1936. 


(g) 13... Nxb3 14 Qxb3! Ng4 15 Bg5, Mortensen—Arnason, Esbjerg 1984, is good 
for White since 15... Bd4t 16 Kh1 Nf2t 17 Rxf2 Bxf2 18 Nd5 Re8 19 f6 is 
strong. 


(h) 16 Bxd4 Nd7 17 £6 exf6 18 exf6 Bxfé 19 Bxfé Qh6t 20 Kh1 Nxfé 21 Qf3 Kg7 
22 Rae1 Qc6 =, Megaranto—Gomez, Singapore 2006. 
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(i) 11 Nd4 Nxd4 12 Bxd4 Rc8 13 f4 Be4 14 Rf2 e5 «, Tolush—Rovner, Leningrad 
1939, 


(j) 12 Kh1 Nd7 13 Bf3 Nb6 14 Bxb6 Qxb6 15 Nd5 Bxd5 =, Shamkovich—de Fir- 
mian, New York 1985. The column is Hartman—Ernst, Norrkoping 1988. 


(k) The lines with ...a6 in the Classical Dragon often.arise from the Najdorf 
move order, 5... a6 6 Be2 g6, etc. On 9... Bd7 10 f4b5!? 11 Bxb5 Ng4 12 Qf3 


Nb4 is unclear, Nagy—Wharton, Budapest 1992, but 10 Kh1 is slightly better 
for White. 


(1) 10 £4 b5 11 Bf3 Bd7 12 Qd2 Rb8 13 Nd5 b4 =, Glek—D. Gurevich, USA 1994. 
(m) 16 Bc2 Nc6 17 Kh1 e6 18 Qg4 +, Backelin—Karlsson, Uppsala 1992. 


(n) 9...Ng4 10 Bxg4 Bxg4 11 Nxc6 (11 f4 Nxd4 12 Bxd4 eb! =) 11... bxc6 
12 Bh6 Be6 13 Bxg7 Kxg7 14 b3 Qa5 15 f4 +, Bella—Scaferelli, Italian Chp. 2001. 


(o) 11 Nxd5 Nxd4! 12 c4 e5 =, Honfi—Gufeld, Kecskemet 1958. 

(p) 13 Bd4 e5 14 Bc5 Rd8 15 Ne4 Bf5 16 Ng3 (16 Nd6 Bf8!) 16... Be6=. 
(q) 16 Bxc5 Bxb2 =, Kovalev-Savchenko, USSR 1988. 

(r) Any slow move suchas 9 Khi or 9 h3 is met with9... d5! =, 


(s) (A) 10 Qd2? Nxe4 wins a pawn. (B) 10 e5 dxe5 11 dxe5 Nxe5 12 Nf5 Qxb2! 
13 Nxe7t Kh8 14 Bd4 Qb4 15 Bxe5 Qxe7 16 Qd4 Nh5d F. 


(t) 11 Nd5 Bxd4! 12 Nxbé Bxe3t 13 Kh1 Bxb6 leaves Black well on top, 
Horowitz—Reshevsky, U.S. Chp. 1951. The column is Podlesnik—Savchenko, 
Ljubljana 1996. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Dragon Variation ? 
Minor Classical, Levenfish, Misc. 


1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 g6 


25 26 27 28 29 30 
6 Be2 ss cosciariceidaaadnnaess f4 (Levenfish Variation) g3(r) 
Bg7 NC6!......006 BB7 ...cceeeee Nbd7 Nc6(s) 
7 OD si cccsssti Be3 Nxc6(h) e5 Be2(p) Nde2(t) 
0-0 Nc6(e) bxc6 dxe5?!(m) Bg7 Bg7(u) 
8 Nb3 Qd2(f) e5 fxe5 0-0(q) Bg2 
Nc6 Neg4 Nd7{(i) Nfd7(n) 0-0 0-0 
9 Bg5(a) Bxg4 exd6(j) e6 Bf3 0-0 
Be6(b) Bxg4 exd6 Ne5 a6 Rb8 
10 = 4(c) £3 Be3(k) Bb5t+ Nb3 a4 
bs! Bd7 Be7! Nbc6 Nb6 a6 
11 ~=—-BB Nxc6 Qés () exf7t a4! Nd5 
b4 bxc6 d5 Kf8(0) Be6 b5 
12 Nd5 Bh6 0-0-0 Nxc6 a5 axb5 
a5 Bxh6 0-0 Qxdit Nc4 axb5 
13 «a4 Qxh6 g4 Nxdl1+ g4+ Bg5 
bxa3(d) Qa5(g) Bf6 = Nd7(v) 


(a) 9 Kh1 a5 10 a4 Be6 11 f4 Bxb3 12 cxb3 Nb4 13 Bf3 e6 14 Be3 Qc7 =, 
Malofeev—Krylov, Zima Int, 2007. 


(b) White gains a slight plus after 9... a5 10 a4 Be6 11 Kh1 Rc 8 12 f4 Nb4 13 Nd4 
Bc4 14 Ndb5! Bxe2 15 Qxe2 Rc5 16 Rad1 +, Fishbein—Olesen, Philadelphia 
1992. 


(c) 10 Kh1 Na5 11 f4 Ne4 12 £5 Nxb2 13 Qc1?! (13 Qel =) 13...Bc4 14 e5 Bxe2 
15 Nxe2 Ne4 16 £6 exf6 17 exf6 Re8! +, Khalifman—Savchenko, USSR 1984. 


(d) 14 Rxa3 a4 15 Bxf6 Bxf6 16 Nxf6t exf6 17 Nd4 Qb6 18 c3 Bb3 =, Ye-—Ljubojevié, 
Moscow Ol. 1994. 


(e) 7... Nbd7 8 0-0 a6 9 a4 is a hybrid Najdorf-Dragon ‘where Black has some 
trouble freeing his position. 


(f) 8 Nb3 0-0 9 f4 Be6 10 g4 is an attempt to smash Black on the kingside. In 
Shabalov—Finegold, Key West 1994, Black leveled the chances with 
10... Na5 11 g5 Nd7 12 Bd4 f6! 13 gxf6 Nxf6 14 Qd2 Rc8 15 f5 Bf7. 


(g) 14 Qg7 Rf8 15 Qd4 Qbé =, Kurochkin—Kotsur, Russian League 2001. 


(bh) (A) 7 Bb5 Bd7 8 Bxc6 Bxc6 9 e5 dxe5 10 fxe5 Ne4! 11 Nxe4 Bxe4 12 0-0 
Bg7 =, Penrose—Barden, Hastings 1957/58. (B) 7 Nf3 Bg7 8 Bd3 0-0 9 0-0 a6 =. 
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(i) 8... dxe5?! 9 Qxd8t Kxd8 10 fxe5 Nd5 11 Bd2 Bg7 12 0-0-0 Kc7 13 Nxd5 t 
cxd5 14 c4 +, Adianto—Babu, Madras 1996. 


(j) On 9 Qf3 Black simply develops, sacrificing the soldier on c6 for time— 
9... Bg7 10 Bb5 0-0 11 Bxc6é Rb8 =, Bronstein—Vasiukov, USSR Chp. 1959. 


(k) 10 Qd4 Nf6 11 Be3 Be7 12 Be2 0-0 13 0-0 c5 14 Qd2 d5 15 Bf3 Bb7 16 Rad1 
Rb8 =, Szabo—Reshevsky, Helsinki 1952. 

(1) 11 Qd2 0-0 12 0-0-0 Nb6 13 Be2 d5 14 h4 h5! 15 g4?! Bxg4 16 Bxg4 Nc4 
17 Qd3 Qb8! 18 b3, Larsen—Lein, Lone Pine 1979; now 18... Nxe3 19 Qxe3 


Re8 20 Qd2 hxg4 21 h5 Qdé is favorable for Black, though complicated. The 
column is Tarjan—Timman, Venice 1974, 


(m) Black may still be able to equalize with 7... Nh5 8 Bb5t Bd7 9 e6 fxe6 
10 Nxe6 Bxc3t 11 bxc3 Qc8 12 Bxd7t Kxd7 13 Ng5 Qxc3t 14 Bd2 Qc4 15 Rb1 
b6 oo, Conquest—W. Watson, England 1989. 


(n) A common mistake has been 8... Ng4? 9 Bb5t+.Kfs? (9 ... Bd7 10 Qxgé4 also 
wins) 10 Ne6t winning the queen. 


(o) 11...Kxf7 12 0-0+ Bf6 13 Nxc6 bxc6 14 Qxd8 Rxd8 15 Ba4 Ba6 16 Rei +, 
San Pedro—Diaz, Vasallo 1993, The column is Dzafarov—Guseynov, corr. 1975. 


(p) 7 Nf3 Qc7 8 Bd3 a6 9 0-0 Bg7 transposes into the Najdorf Variation, column 
39. ; 

(q) 8 Be3 0-0 9 0-0 a6 10 Bf3 e5 11 Nb3 exf4 12 Bxf4 Ned 13 Qe2 Beé =, V. Ris- 
tié—-N. Ristié, Yugoslavia 1990. The combination of Be3 and f4 is not best 
against this system. The column is Ely—Miles, Birmingham 1973. 


(r) 6 Bc4 Bg7 7 h3 Nc6 8 Be3 0-0 9 Bb3 Qa5 10 0-0 transposes into the Acceler- 
ated Dragon, column 3. 


(s) 6... Bg7 7 Bg2 0-08 h3 (8 0-0 Bg4! 9 Nde2 Qc8 =) 8... Nc6 9 Nb3 Rb8! 10 a4 
b6 11 0-0 Bb7 =, Petursson—de Firmian, Akureyri 1994, 


(t) 7 Bg2 allows the exchange 7...Nxd4! 8 Qxd4 Bg7 9 0-0 0-0 with simple 
equality. , 

(u) 7... Bd7 8 Bg2 Qc8 9 h3 Bg7 10 a4 0-0 11 Be3 Rd8 12 Qd2 Nb4 13 Rci , 
Rechlis—Rachels, Manila Int. 1990. 


(v) 14. Ra2h6 15 Bd2 Bb7 16 Bc3 Nde5 17 b3 e6 =, G, Hernaéndez—Serper, Chicago 
1997, 


SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Accelerated Dragon 


a 


1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 g6 5 Nc3 Bg7 6 Be3 Nf6 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
7 INXOG e525 22ceee ss scans des Bc4 
bxc6 Qab si esertivaresreattineessy 0-0 
8 e5 0-0(k) Bb3 
Ng8....-2000 Nd5 0-0 a5 
9 f4(a) Nxd5 Bb3(l) ....... Nb3 £3(t) 
Nh6 cxd5 d6 Qc7 d5 
10 Qd2(b) Qxd5 h3 £4 exd5.......55 Bxd5 
0-0 Rb8 Bd7 d6 Nb4 Nxd5 
11 0-0-0 Bxa7(g) f4(m) Be2 Nde2 exd5(w) 
d6(c) Rxb2 Qh5(n) b6(q) a4 Nb4 
12 h3(d) Bd4 Nf3(o0) g4(r) Nxa4 Nde2 
Nf5 Rxc2(h) b5 Bb7 Nfxd5 Bf5 
13 Bf2 Bd3 a3 g5 Bf2(u) Rei 
c5 e6(i) a5 Nd7 Bf5 b5 
14 Bc4(e) Qa8s Qd3 Nd5 0-0 0-0(x) 
Bb7(f) Rc6(j) b4(p) Qd&(s) b5(v) Rc&(y) 


(a) 9 Bd4 Qad 10 Bc4 Bxe5 11 0-0 Nf6 12 Re1 d6 13 Bxe5 dxe5 14 Qe2 Bf5 =, 
Golubev—Fiodorov, Geller Mem. 2005. 


(b) (A) White chose the wrong plan in C. Marino—Donaldson, Philadelphia 
1997—10 Bc5?! 0-0 11 Ne4? d6! 12 exd6 exd6 13 Bxd6 Bg4 14 Be2 Re8 15 Ng3 
Qb6 16 c4 Rad8 winning. (B) 10 Bd3 0-0 11 0-0 dé 12 Be4?! Ng4 +, Hungaski- 
Wojtkiewicz, Los Angeles 2003. 


(c) 11... Qa5?! 12 h3 Nfs 13 Bf2 d6 14 g4 dxe5 15 gxf5 Bxf5 leaves Black too lit- 
tle compensation for the piece. 


(d) 12 exd6 exd6 13 Qxd6 (13 Bd4 Bxd4 14 Qxd4 Nf5 15 Qd2 d5 =) 13... Qxd6é 
14 Rxd6 Nfs 15 Rd3 Ba6 16 Bc5 Bxd3 17 Bxf8 Bxf1 18 Bxg7 Bxg2 19 Rg1 Kxg7 
20 Rxg2 Rb8 =, Fritz 2-Kasparov, Germany 1993. 

(e) 14 g4?! Nd4 15 Bg2 Rb8 16 Bxd4 cxd4 17 Qxd4 Qa5d 18 Rhe1 Be6, Diickstein— 


Waller, Austria 1969, is good for Black as the threat of ... Rb4 followed by 
... Rfb8 gives him a very strong attack. 


(f) 15 Bd5 Bxd5 16 Nxd5 (16 Qxd5? Rb8 17 g4 Nd4 18 Bxd4 cxd4 19 Rxd4 dxe5 
20 fxe5 Qb6 +, Faulks—Donaldson, Bermuda 1995) 16...e6 17 Nf6t Bxf6 
18 exf6 Qxf6 19 g4 Nd4 20 Bxd4 cxd4 21 Qxd4 Qxd4 22 Rxd4 d5 is a roughly 
equal endgame. 
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(g) (A) 11 0-0-0 Bb7 12 Qd4 (12 Qd2?! Bxe5 13 Bd4 Bxd4 14 Qxd4 0-0 15 Qxd7 
Qa5 16 Bc4 Bxg2 17 Rhgi Bf3 18 Rd3 Be4 19 Rc3 Qb6 20 b3 Qf6 21 Rgg3 Rfd8 
22 Qxa7 Ra8 23 Qc7 Bxc2 +, Radulov—Forintos, Hungary 1969) 12... 0-0 
13 £4 d6 14 Bc4 Qc7 15 Bb3 dxe5 16 fxe5 Bxg2 =, Stein—Nei, USSR 1960. 
(B) 11 Bc4 0-0 12 0-0-0 (12 f4 dé 13 Bb3 Bb7 14 Qd2 dxe5 15 0-0-0 exf4 =, and 
12 0-0 Qc7 13 Bf4 Bb7 14 Qd4 d6 15 Rfe1 Rfd8 16 Qc3 Rbc8 17 Bb3 Qxc3 
18 bxc3 dxe5 19 Bxe5 e6 20 Bxg7 Kxg7 21 Re3 Rc7 is also equal) 12... d6 
13 Bxa7 Be6 14 Qd3 Bxc4 15 Qxe4 Rc8 16 Qb3 Bxe5 =, Aschenbrenner—Krebs, 
Bundesliga 2006. 


(h) 12... Rb8 13 Bc4 0-0 14 0-0 Bb7 15 Qc5 d6 16 exd6 exd6 17 Qa7 Bxg2! 
18 Kxg2 Ra8 19 Qb6 Qd7 and since Black threatens... Rfb8, White must 
allow ...Qg4t with perpetual check. 


(i) Also 13... Rc6 14 0-0 Ba6 15 Rfdi e6 16 Qb3 Bxd3 17 Rxd3 0-0 18 Rad1 
Qc7 =, Durao—Frois, Campo Grande 2001. 


(j) With two choices: (A) 15 Bb5 Ra6 16 Bxa6 Qa5t 17 Kf1 (17 Ke2? 0-0 18 Bb7 
Qb5t 19 Ke3 Bxb7, Barcza—Pokojowczyk, Subotica 1981) 17 ... 0-0 18 Qa7 
Bxa6t 19 Kgi =, Rachels—Petursson, Manila Int. 1990. (B) 15 0-0 0-0 16 Bb5 
Ba6 17 Qxd8 Rxd8 18 Bxc6 Bxf1 19 Kxf1 dxc6 20 Bc3 Rd3 21 Re1 Rd5 22 Re1 
Rc5 23 Re3 Re4 24 Bb2 hd =, Kupreichik—Petursson, Reykjavik 1980. 


(k) Black’s 7...Qa5 forces White to castle kingside, as is plainly shown when 
White tries other eighth moves, e.g.—(A) 8 Qd2? Nxe4! 9 Nxc6 Qxc3 wins, or 
(B) 8 Nb3 Qb4 9 Bd3 Nxe4, etc. 


(1) 9h3!? Qb4 (9... d6 is safer) 10 Bb3 Nxe4 11 Nd5 Qa5 12 Nxc6 dxc6 13 Nxe7t 
Kh8 14 Re1 Ned 15 Qd6 Nxb3 16 axb3 Qd8 17 Qxd8 Rxd8 18 Bb6 +, Hector- 
Andersson, Haninge 1990. 


(m) 11 Re1 Rac8 12 Nf3 Qhs5 13 Qe2 h6 14 Rad1 go 15 Nd5 b6 16 c3 Nxd5 17 Bxd5 
Ned =, Wang Hao—Malakov, Russia 2005. 


(n) 11... Nxd4 12 Bxd4 Bc6 13 Qd3 (13 Nd5 Rfe8 14 Bxf6 exf6 15 f5 Rxe4 
16 fxg6 hxg6 17 Nxf6t Bxf6 18 Rxf6 Qc5t 19 Kh1 d5 20 Qf3 Qe7 =, Hec- 
tor—Donaldson, Malmé 1986) 13 .. . Rad8 (planning... e5 and... d5) 14 Rad1 
Nd7 15 Bxg7 Kxg7 16 Kh1 Nc5 17 Qd4t e5 18 Qe3 Nxb3 19 axb3 exf4 20 Rxf4 
Qed! =. 


(0) 12 Qd3 a5 13 Rael b5 14 a3 b4 15 Nxc6 Bxc6 16 axb4 axb4 17 Nd5 Nxd5 
18 exd5 Ba4! =. 


(p) Worse is 14... a4 15 Bd5! Nxd5 16 exd5 +, J. Polgar—Kamsky, Buenos Aires 
1994, After 14... b4! 15 axb4 axb4 16 Rxa8 Rxa8 17 Ne2 Qa5 is equal, Hector— 
Minzer, La Corufia 1995. Critical and complicated is 15 Ne2 bxa3! when 
16 Ng3 axb2 17 Nxh5 bxa1(Q) 18 Rxa1 Nxh5 is about equal. 


(q) 11...Rd8 12 Bf3 e5 13 Rf2 Be6 14 Nd5 Bxd5 15 exd5 exf4 16 Bxf4 Ned 
17 Re1 Nfd7 18 c4 Ned 19 Nxc5 Qxc5 =, Prandstetter-Znamienacek, Prague 1992. 


(r) 12 Bf3 Bb7 13 Rf2 Na5! 14 Nxa5 bxa5 15 Bd4 Nd7 16 Nd5 Bxd5 17 exd5 Bxd4 
18 Qxd4 Qc5 19 Rd1 Rfb8 20 c3 Rb7 +, Hammie—Silman, USA 1975. 


(s) 15 Rb1 (15 Nd4?! e6! 16 Nc3 Nxd4 17 Bxd4 e5 18 Be3 exf4 19 Bxf4 Bxc3 
20 bxc3 Nc5d +, Saveride—Silman, USA:1974) 15... e6! 16 Nc3 Bxc3 17 bxc3 
Ne7! slightly favors Black (Silman). 
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(t) The important alternative is 9 a4 Ng4 10 Qxg4 (10 Nxc6 Nxe3 11 Nxd8 Nxd1 
12 Nd5 e6 13 Nc7 Rb8 14 Rxd1 Rxd8 15 Nb5 b6 16 f4 Ba6 17 e5 Bxb5 18 axb5 
Bfs =) 10... Nxd4 11 Qh4 Nxb3 12 cxb3 Ra6 13 0-0 Re6 14 Rad1 b6 15 Bh6é 
Bxh6 16 Qxh6 Bb7 =, J. Shahade—Wojtkiewiez, New York Rapid 2004. 


(u) 13 Bd4 Bxd4 14 Qxd4 Bf5 15 Nac3 Nxc2t 16 Bxc2 Nxc3 17 Qxd8 Rfixd8 
18 Bxf5 Nxe2 19 Kxe2 gxf5 20 Rhe1 e5 =, Petrushin—Khashin, USSR 1976. . 


(v) 15 Nac3 Nxc3 16 Nxc3 Qxd1 17 Rfxd1 Bxc2 18 Bxc2 Nxc2 19 Raci Bxc3 
20 Rxc2 Bf6 21 b3 h5 =, Kuzmin—Tukmakov, Kishinev 1975. 


(w) 11 Nxd5 f5 12 Nxc6 (12 c3 fxe4 13 fxe4 e6!? 14 Nf4 Nxd4 15 cxd4 Bxd4 
16 Qxd4 Qxd4 17 Bxd4 Rxf4 18 0-0-0 Bd7! =) 12... bxc6 13 Nb6 Rbs 14 Qxd8 
Rxd8 15 Rdi Rxd1t 16 Kxd1 fxe4 17 fxe4 Bxb2 18 Nxc8 Rxc8 19 Ke2 Be5 
20 Rb1 Bxh2 21 a4 Bc7 22 Rb7 Kf7 =, Ivanchuk—Zsu. Polgar, Monaco 1994. 


(x) Critical is 14 a3, when White gets two pieces for a rook, but allows Black ac- 
tive counterplay—14...Nxc2t 15 Rxc2 Bxc2 16 Qxc2 b4 17 Na4 Qxd5 
18 Nb6 Qe6 19 Kf2 (19 Nxa8 Qxe3 20 Nc7 Rc8 21 Nd5 Rxc2 22 Nxe3 Rxb2 
23 axb4 Rb1t 24 Nd1 a4 25 0-0 a3 26 Ndc3 Rxb4 27 Rd1 h5 28 Rd&t Kh7 29 Ra8& 
Rb3 30 Rc8 Rb2 31 Ra8 = [Bagirov]) 19... Rab8 20 Nf4 Qa2 21 axb4 axb4 22 
Qb1 b3 23 Qxa2 bxa2 24 Rai, Lanka—Priedniek, USSR 1980; now 24... Rb7 
25 Rxa2 Rfb8 26 Nc4 Rb4 is an even ending. 


(y) 15 Nd4 Bxd4 16 Qxd4 Nxc2 17 Rxc2 Bxc2 18 Nxb5 Re8 19 Na7 Ra8 20 Nc6 +, 
Hector—Dvoirys, Skellefteaé 2001. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 
Accelerated Dragon, Maréczy Bind 


1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 Ne6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 g6 5 c4 


Nxd4(a) 
Qxd4 
Bg7 
Be3(b) 
0-0 

Qd2 
Qa5d 


Rel 
Be6 


Nd5(c) 
Qxa2(d) 


Ret 
Qa5(f) 


f3(g) 
Rfc8(h) 


9 


Qh6(k) 


Nxf5 
Qxb2(1) 


10 


11 


Nxc6(s) 
Bxc6(t) 


Qa2 
Qd7(u) 


12 


Bd7 


Qd2(v) 
Nxd4 


Bxd4 
Bc6 


£3 
a5(w) 


(a) Now that White has played f2-f3 Black can also play 7... Bg7 8 Be3 0-0, 


when the natural 9 Be2 (9 Qd2 deters Black’s equalizing continuation) allows 


9,..Nxd4 10 Bxd4 Be6 11 Rel Qad 12 Qd2 Rfc8 13 b3 a6 14 Be3 bd =, Ernst— 


Petursson, Reykjavik 1994. 


(b) 9 Bg5 0-0 10 Qd2 Be6 11 Rc1! a6 12 b3 Qd7 13 Be2 Rab8 14 Nd5 +, Daly- 


de Firmian, Gausdal 2003. 


(c) The important alternative is 12 Be2 Rfc8 13 b3 a6 14 Na4 Qxd2t 15 Kxd2 Nd7 
16 g4! (16 h4 f5 17 Bd3 Rab8 18 Nc3 Ncd =, Nijboer—Zsu. Polgar, Groningen 
1993) 16... £5 17 exfS gxfs 18 h3 (18 g5 d5) 18... Rf8 19 f4 Rads (19... d5 
20 cxd5 Bxd5 21 Rhd1 +) 20 Nc3 d5 21 gxf5 Bxf5 22 cxd5 Nf6 23 Bb6 Rd7 
24 Ke3 witha slight endgame edge, A. Rodrfguez—Antunes, Matanzas 1994. 


(d) On 12... Qxd2t 13 Kxd2 White enjoys an endgame plus. After 12... Qxa2 
13 Nxe7t Kh8 14 Be2 (14 Bd4 Rae8 15 Nd5 Bxd5 16 cxd5 Rc8 17 Be2 Rxc1 
18 Qxcl Nd7 19 Bxg7t Kxg7 20 Qc3t Kg8 21 Kf2 Nb6 22 Qf6 Na4=) 14... Ng8 
15 Nd5 Bxd5 16 cxd5 Rfc8 17 0-0 a5 18 Bd4 + Qb3?! 19 £4 Qb4 20 Qxb4 axb4 
21 Bxg7t Kxg7 22 e5 +, Shaked—Donaldson, Reno 1994. 


(e) White’s alternatives may be preferable: (A) 9 0-0 0-0 10 Qe3 Be6 11 Bd2 Qb6! 
12 b3 Qxe3 13 Bxe3 Nd7 14 Raci1 Nc5 15 f3 a5 16 Nd5 Bxd5 17 exd5 Bb2 
18 Rc2 Ba3 =. (B) 9 Be3 0-0 10 Qd2 Be6 11 0-0 Qa5d 12 Rab1!? Rfc8 13 b3 Ng4 
(13... b5 14 b4 Qc7 15 e5 dxe5 16 Nxb5 +, Ivanchuk—Kovatevié, Belgrade 
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1997) 14 Nd5 Qxd2 15 Bxd2 Kfs (15... Bxd5 16 exd5 +) 16 Bg5 f6 17 Bd2 
Ned 18 f4 +, Gelfand—Andersson, Polanica Zdroj 1997. 


(f) 11...a6 12 b3! b5? (Black should transpose back to the main lines with 
12... Qa5 13 £3 Rfc8 when 14 Na4 is similar to note [c]) 13 cxb5 axb5 14 Bxb5. 
Qa5 15 Bc6! Ra6 16 Na4! +, Serper—Donaldson, Las Vegas 1997, 


(g) 12 0-0 Rfc8 13 b3 a6 14 f4 Rc5 15 Bf3 Rac8 16 Qe3 b5 17 e5 dxe5 18 fke5 Nd7 
19 Bd5 bxc4 20 b4 Qxb4 21 Bxe7 Qa5 22 Bxe6 fxe6 23 Bxc5 Qxc5 24 Qxc5 
Nxc5 =, Wojtkiewicz—Donaldson, Hamburg (rapid) 1994. 


(h) 13 b3 a6 14 Nd5 (14 Na4 transposes to note [c] after a later ... {6 and Be3) 
14...Qxd2t 15 Kxd2 Nxd5 16 cxd5 Bd7 17 h4 f6 18 Be3 f5 19 exf5 gxf5 
20 g4 fxg4 21 fxg4 Bb2 =, Mokry—Zsu. Polgar, Tentianské Teplice 1985. 


(i) White can play to keep all the pieces on with 6 Nc2 to try to keep Black’s po- 
sition cramped., eg. 6... Nf6 7 Nc3 0-0 8 Be2 d6 9 0-0 Nd7 10 Bd2 Nc5d 11 b4 
Ne6 12 Rc1 +, Aronian—Vorobiov, Aeroflot Open 2004. 


(j) 10... Nxd4 11 Bxd4 Bxd4 12 Qxd4 Nxf5 13 Qd2 Bd7 14 Bf3 Bc6 15 Bddt +, 
Tal—-Kupreichik, Sochi 1970. 


(k) 11... Bd7 12h3 a6 13 Qd2 Rc8 14 Nb3 Be6 15 Nd5 +, Acs—T. Minasian, Bun- 
desliga 2001. 


(1) 13 Nxh6+ Bxh6 14 Re1 Bg7 15 Re2 (15 Nd5 Qxa2 16 c5 Kh8 17 BE3 Be6 

18 cxd6 exd6 19 Nc7 Bb3 =, Yermolinsky—L Ivanov, USSR 1980) 15... Qa3 

. 16 Qd2 Be6 17 Kh1 Rac8 with chances for both sides, Spassov—Nicevski, Sofia 
1976, 


9...e5!? 10 Nb5 (10 Bd3 0-0 11 0-0 d6 12 Nb5!? Nxb5 13 cxb5 d5 14 exd5 
Qxd5 15 £3 Be6 16 Qe2 Qd7 17 Rfdi +, Z, Almasi—Chatalbashev, Krynica 
1998) 10... 0-0 11 Qd2 Qh4 12 Bd3 d5 13 cxd5 Nxb5 14 Bxb5 Qxe4 15 0-0 
Rd8 16 Rfdi + 16 ...Qf5 17 Raci1 Bd7 18 Be2 e4 19 Rc7!? Bc6 20 dxc6 Rxd2 
21 Rxd2 bxc6 22 Bc4 Bed 23 Rb7 (23 Rxf7 Qxf7 24 Bxf7+t Kxf7 25 Rd7+ Ke6 
26 Rxh7 a5 =, Gufeld—Espig, Sochi 1972) 23... Rf8 24Rxa7 Bf4=, Quist-Espig, 
Germany 1993. 7 


(n) 10 Be2?! Bxc3t 11 bxc3 b6 12 0-0 Bb7 13 £3 Qc7 14 Rb1 0-0 15 Qd2 f5 16 exf5 
gxf5 +. 

(o) 10...Qa5 11 Be2 b6 12 Qd5 Qxd5 13 cxd5 Nd4 14 Bc4 Bb7 15 Kd2 e6 
16 Rhd1 =, Ribli-Rogers, Germany 1995. 


(p) Taking away c5 from the Black knight. A different type of game arises from 
11 Bd3 (11 Qd2 Qa5 12 Be2 Bd7 13 0-0 Nc5 14 f3 Na4! =) 11... 0-0 12 0-0 a5 
13 Bb1 Bd7 14 Qe2 Bc6 15 Rfd1 +, Beliavsky—Velimirovié, Reggio Emilia 
1986/87, a 


(q) Worse is 12... b6 13 Qd2 Bb7 14 £3 Kh8 15 0-0 f5 16 exf5 gxf5 17 f4 +, Suba— 
Joksié, Zurich 1987, The column is Marjanovié—Velimirovié, Sarajevo 1984, 
which continued 13 a3 axb4 14 axb4 Bd7 15 0-0 Bc6 16 Qd2 Ra3 17 Nd5 Re8 
18 Rfdi Nfs 19 h3 +, 


— 


(m 


(r) 9 Nxc6 immediately may also give White some advantage. 


(s) There are some tricky lines to avoid: (A) 10 Re1? Nxd4 11 Bxd4 Bhé! 12 Rc2 
Nxe4 +. (B) 10 Qd2?! Nxd4 11 Bxd4 e5! 12 Bxe5 Nxe4 13 Nxe4 Bxe5 F. 
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(C) 10 £3 Re8 11 Qd2 d6 12 Rfd1 is slightly better for White, but Black could 
try 10... Nh5. 


(t) 10... dxc6 11 e5 Ne8 12 {4 Qc7 13 Qb3 +, Christiansen—Mezentsev, Los An- 
geles 2003. 


(u) 13 Rfd1 Rfc8 14 Bfi Qe8 15 a4 +, Shabalov—Karklins, U.S. Open 2003. 


(v) 10 Nb3 a5 11 Nd2 Bc8 12 Rbi Nd7 13 Nb3 bé6 =, Zvjaginsev-Savchenko, 
Halkidiki 2002. 


(w) 13 Kh1 Nd7 14 Bxg7 Kxg7 15 f4 Nc5 16 Bf3 a4 17 Rae1 +, Karlsson—Wedberg, 
Eksjo 1980. 


SCHEVENINGEN VARIATION 


1 e4c5 2 Nf3 e6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 d6 


pet Z 


4 
‘ae 
Bot 


— 
x 
ah 
aug 


AMED AFTER THE DuTcH city, the Scheveningen Variation is a classi- 
cally motivated defense. Black creates a backward pawn center 
with his duo at d6 and e6, leaving no weakness on the important 
central squares d5 and e5. Black intends to simply develop his/her pieces 
and then proceed with queenside counterplay. The Scheveningen had 
been a favorite of Kasparov’s, although he often arrived at the position 
through transposition, playing 5...a6 and6... e6. Other top players use 
the defense frequently and it is well respected, but it doesn’t have the de- 
voted following of the Najdorf or Dragon Variations, perhaps because it is 
too straightforward and logical. White has several ways to combat the 
Scheveningen Variation, almost all of them leading to dynamic positions. 
The main line is 6 Be2 Be7 7 0-0 Nc6 8 f4 0-0 9 Be3 a6 (columns 1-6), 
in which both sides develop before embarking on an active plan. White 
can play to restrict Black on the queenside with 10 a4 (columns 1—3) as 
Anand has done. This can be either positionally motivated or designed to 
hold Black on the queenside so that White can proceed on the kingside. 
Plans where White plays g4, launching a kingside assault, can be very 
dangerous. 10 Qe1 (columns 4-6) is a more direct attacking attempt, 
which Black has less trouble handling. 
Other variations of 6 Be2 are covered in columns 7-9. Black delays 
or omits...a6 in column 7, leaving White somewhat freer. An early 
. .a6 and less played lines are the subject of columns 8-9. Black has rea- 
sonable chances in these, so often White should look to transpose into col- 
umn 1. 6 f4 is seen in columns 10-11, where Black has equalizing play if 
followed accurately. The positional 6 g3 is column 12, which gets a 
playable position but is not theoretically critical. 
The Keres Attack, 6 g4 (columns 13-18), is the sharpest response to 
the Scheveningen, favored by attacking players. White immediately be- 
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gins kingside operations, not waiting to complete development. The safest 
response is 6... h6 (columns 13-15), holding kingside space. Black can 
maintain a solid pawn formation with 6...a6 (column 16), 6... Be7 
(column 17), or 6... Nc6 (column 18) at the cost of allowing White the 
initiative. 

6 Be3 (columns 19-24) is the English Attack which has become ex- 
tremely popular. After 6 . . . a6 White can play 7 £3 followed by kingside 
expansion with g4 and castling queenside. The aggressive attack is very 
dangerous, though Black is defending successfully now. Column 22 in- 
vestigates 7 g4, another extremely sharp attacking continuation. 


291 


SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Scheveningen Variation, Main Line (6 Be2) 


1 e4 cS 2 Nf3 eG 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 d6 
6 Be2 Be7 7 0-0 Nc6 8 Be3 0-0 9 f4 a6 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
10 AA ea Sarees avin Meee ea beeeeeeees Qe1(n) 
Qc7(a) QO iittsccieealecs tiesices Bd7(w) 
11 Kh1(b) QBS oc Khi Rd1(x) 
Re&(c) Nxd4(o) Nxd4(s) Nxd4. 
12 Bf3(d) Bxd4 Bxd4 Bxd4 
Rb8(e)......ccccscceeeeeees Bd7 b5 b5 Bc6 
13 Ba isetcccceet Qd2 Nb3 a3 a3(t) Bf3 
Nxd4 Na5(h) b6(j) Bb7 Bb7 Qc7 
14 Bxd4 Qf2 gA(k) Rael Qg3 é5 
e5(f) Nc4 Bc8 Bc6 Bc6 Nd7 
15 fxe5 Bc1 g5 Bd3 Rael” exd6 
dxe5 e5 Nd7 e5(p) Rae&(u) Bxd6 
16 Baz Nde2 Bg2 dxe5 Bd3 Bxc6 
Ra8 exf4 Bb7(l) Nh5 e5! Qxc6 
17 g5 Nxf4 Rf3 exd6!?(q)  fxe5 Qg3 


Rd8(g) Be6(i) g6(m) Nxg3(r) Nh5(v) g6 = 


(a) There can be several different move orders that reach this position. 10 .. . Bd7 
11 Nb3 transposes into column 7. 


(b) A useful waiting move. Instead: (A) the retreat 11 Nb3 b6 12 Bf3 Rb8 13 Qe2 
Nd7 14 Rfd1 Na5! allows Black active play, Yuja—Arnason, Thessaloniki 1984. 
(B) 11 Qe1 Nxd4 12 Bxd4 e5 13 Be3 exf4 14 Bxf4 Be6 15 Qg3 Nd7 16 Bh6 Qc5t 
17 Kh1 Qe5 18 Bf4 Qc5 19 Nd5 Bxd5 20 exd5 Ne5! 21 Bxe5 dxe5 22 Qxe5 Bd6 
23 Qf5 Rae8 with good play for the pawn in the bishops of opposite color 
middlegame. 


(c) 11... Rd8 12 Qel (12 Bf3?! Ne5!) 12... Nxd4 13 Bxd4 e5 14 Bgl! exf4 15 a5 
Re8 16 Bb6 Qbs8 17 Rxf4 Be6 (17... d5?! 18 Qf2 dxe4 19 Bc4! +) 18 Qg3 Nd7 
19 Bd4 Ne5 20 Na4 Qc7 21 Nb6 Rab8 22 c4 +, Klovans—Maksimenko, Riga 
1988, (B) 11... Bd7 12 Qel Nxd4 13 Bxd4 Bc6 14 Qg3 x. 


(d) (A) 12 Bd3 Nb4 13 a5 Bd7 14 Nf3 Rac8 15 Bb6 (15 Bd4 Bc6 16 Qe1 Nd7 17 Qg3 
Bfs =, Svidler—Anand, Linares 1999) 15 ...Qb8 16 Qe2 Bc6 17 Nd4 Nxd3 
18 cxd3 d5 =, Anand—Kasparov, World Chp. 1995. (B) 12 Qe1 Nxd4 13 Bxd4 e5 
14 fxe5 dxe5 15 Qg3 Bds! =. 


(e) (A) An important alternative is 12... Bis 13 Nb3 b6 14 e5 dxe5 15 fxe5 Nd7 
16 Bxc6 Qxd6 17 Nd4 Qb7 18 Qh5 g6 19 Qh4 Nxe5 20 Ne4 Be7 21 Ng5 Bxg5 
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22 Nxg5 f5 23 Rael Qd5 24 Ne2 Nf7 25 Nf4 Qc6 26 Nh5! +, Adams—Topalov, 
San Luis 2005. This is long and complicated. (B) 12 ...Nxd4 13 Qxd4 e5 
14 Qd2 exf4 15 Bxf4 Be6 16 Rfd1 Rad8 17 h3 +, Panchenko—A. Sokolov, 
Moscow 1981. 


(f) 13... Bf8 14 g5 Nd7 15 Bg2 g6 16 Qd2 +, de Firmian—Schroer, Philadelphia 
1997. 


(g) 18 Qe2 Ne8 19 Be3 (19 Qf2? Rxa7!) 19... Be6 20 Qf2 Qc4 21 Nd5 Bxd5 22 b3 
Qc3 23 exd5 Nc6 24 Rac1 +, G. Shahade—Benjamin, New York 2002. 


(h) (A) 13... Bd7 14 Nb3 b6 15 g4 Bc8 16 g5 Nd7 17 Bgz2 is similar to the next 
column. (B) 13...Nxd4 14 Bxd4 e5 15 Ba7 Ra8 16 Be3 Bd7 (16... exf4 
17 Bxf4 Be6 18 Rfd1 + is note [e]) 17 a5 Rac8 18 Be2 Bc6 -, Karpov—Kasparov, 
World Chp. 1985. 


(i) 18 b3 Ne5 19 Bb2 Rbc8 20 Rac1 Qc5 21 Qg3 g6 with chances for both sides, 
Anand—Kasparov, Linares 1997. 


(j) 13...Na5 14 Nxa5 Qxa5 15 Qd3 Rad8 16 Rfd1 Bc6 17 b4! Qc7 18 b5 Bd7 
19 Rab1 axb5 20 Nxb5! with the initiative, Anand—Kasparov, World Chp. 1995. 


(k) 14 Qd2 Rab8 15 Bf2!? Bc8 16 Bg3 Nd7 17 e5 dxe5 18 Rae1 Bb7 19 fxe5 Ncxed 
20 Bxb7 Rxb7 21 Qe2 £6 22 Qxa6 Bb4 23 Nb5 Qc8 24 c3 Bf8 and White is just 
a shade better, Anand—Topalov, Linares 1999. 


(lI) 16... Rb8 17 Qh5 g6 18 Qh3 Nb4 19 f5! Ned (19... Nxc2? 20 fxg6 fxg6 
21 Rf7!) 20 Nd4 exf5 21 exf5 Bb7 22 Ne4 +, Rachels—Browne, U.S. Chp. 1989. 


(m) 18 Rh3 Bf8 19 Qe1 +, Popov—Grekh, Vasylyshyn Mem. 2006. 


(n) Slow is 10 Kh1 Bd7 11 Qe1 (11 a4 Nxd4 12 Bxd4 Bc6 =) 11... b5 12 a3 Qbs! 
13 Qg3 b4 14 axb4 Qxb4 =. Notice that the Black queen saved a tempo here by 
not going to c7. 


(0) 11... Bd7 12 Kh1 transposes into note (r). 


(p) 15... Rae8 16 e5 dxe5 17 fxe5 Nd7 18 Rf4 g6 19 b4 +, Macieja—Vescovi, 
Bermuda 2005. 


(q) 17 Qf3 dxe5 18 Nd5 Bxd5 19 exd5 exd4 =, Hazai—Averkin, Sochi 1982. 


(r) 18 dxc7 Nxf1 19 Nd5 Bxd5 20 exd5 Bd6 21 Be5 Rfe8 22 Bxd6 Rxel =, 
Tomanovic—Boskovic, Serbian Chp. 2000. 


(s) Black can again step into a critical variation with 11...Bd7 12 Qg3 b5 
(12... Kh8 13 a3 b5 14 Bd3 4) 13 e5 dxe5 14 fxe5 Nxe5 15 Rxf6!? Bxf6 16 Bf4 
b4! 17 Ne4 Kh8 18 Nf3 Qxc2 19 Nxe5 (19 Nxf6 Nf3 ©), now Reyes—Eseban, 
Jaca 1990, continued 19...Qxe2? 20 Nxf6 gxf6? 21 Bh6 Resigns. Black can 
try instead 19 ... Qxe4 20 Bf3 Qc2 with fair chances. 


(t) 13 e5 dxe5 14 dxe5 Nd7 15 Ne4 Bb7 16 Bd3 Rad8 17 Qg3 Bxe4 18 Bxe4 Nc5 
Draw, Chandler-Ribli, Germany 1991. 


(u) The older defense leaves White with attacking prospects—15 . .. Qb7 16 Bd3 
b4 17 Nd1! bxa3 18 bxa3 g6 19 Nf2 Nh5 20 Qe3 Nxf4?! 21 Qxf4 e5 22 Ng4! +, 
Shirov—Benjamin, Horgen 1994. 


(v) 18 Qh3 dxe5 19 Be3 Nf4 20 Bxf4 exf4 21 e5 g6 =, Brenjo—Abramovié, Yu- 
goslavia 1996. 


293 


(w) 10... Nxd4 11 Bxd4 b5 12 Rd1!? Bb7 (12...b4?! 13 Na4 Nxe4? 14 Bf3) 
13 Bf3' Qc7 14 e5 dxe5 15 fxe5 Nd7 16 Bxb7 Qxb7 17 Ne4 Qc7 18 Qg3 Kh8 
19 Nd6 Kgs 20 c3 +. 


(x) 11 Qg3 Nxd4 12 Bxd4 Bc6 13 Rae1 bs 14 a3 Qd7! and... a5 with quick coun-. 
terplay. White should try 11 a4, as the column brings no advantage (analysis 
by Kasparov). 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Scheveningen Variation, 6 Be2 and 6 f4 
1 e4c5 2 Nf e6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 d6 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
6 Bel Fi eacndscidinermaaheabars casas f4 g3(u) 
Be7 ....cceees a6 a6(o) Nc6(v) 
7 0-0 0-0 Be3(k) Qés Bd3(s) Bg2 
Nc6 Qc7(g) Nbd7(l) Qb6! Be7 Bd7 
8 Be3(a) £4 g4 Nb3(p) 0-0 0-0 
0-0 Be7(h) h6?!(m) Qc7 0-0(t) Be7 
9 4 Khi f4 4 Nf3 Rel 
Bd7(b) 0-0 Nc5 b5 Nbd7 0-0 
10 Nb3(c) Bf3(i) Bf3 Bd3(q) Qel Nxc6 
a6(d) Nc6 e5 Bb7 Nc5 Bxc6 
11 90 a4 Nxc6 Nf5 g5 Be3 a4 
Na5(e) bxc6 Bxf5(n) Nfd7 Nxd3 Qd7 
12 e5 Na4 exf5 Be3 cxd3 Re3 
Nes Bb7 Qb6 Nc5 b5 Rfds 
13. Nxad c4 Nd5 a3 Qg3 Rd3 
Qxa5 c5 Nxd5 Nc6 Re8 b6= 
14 Qd2 Qc2 Qxd5 + 0-0 e5 
Rca(f) Nd7{j) Nxb3(r) Nd5= 


(a) 8 Kh1 0-0 9 f4 Nxd4 10 Qxd4 Bd7 11 Bf3 Bd7 12 a4 Qc7 13 Be3 Rfd8 14 a5 
d5 =, Benjamin~Shabalov, Pleasantville 1993. 


(b) 9... e5 10 fxe5 dxe5 11 Nfs Bxfs 12 Rxf5 g6 13 Rf2 Nd4 14 Bd3 +. 


(c) 10 Qe1 Nxd4 11 Bxd4 Bc6 12 Qg3 g6 13 f57! (13 Bf3 b5 =) 13... e5 14 Be3 
Nxe4 15 Nxe4 Bxe4 16 Bh6 Re8 17 Kh1 Rc8 =. Black’s queen on d8 helps with 
the defense. 


(d) (A) 10... Qc7 11 Bf3 Rfd8 12 Kh1 Be8 13 Qe2 Nd7 14 Radi +, Andersson— 
Akoral, Vaxjo 1992. (B) 10... a5 11 a4 Nb4 12 Bf3 e5 13 Rf2 Bc6 14 Rf2 exf4 
15 Bxf4 Qb6t 16 Khi Nd7 17 Bxd6 Bxd6 18 Rxd6 Ne5 19 Nd5 Qf2 20 Ne7t 
Kh8 21 c3 +, Mokry—Bénsch, Brno 1991. 


(e) If Black allows 12 a5 his position becomes constricted on the queenside. On 
11... b6 12 Bf3 Rb8 13 Qe2 Nb4 14 Radi Qe7 15 g4 White has a clear plus, 
Fishbein—Cebalo, Herning 1991. 


(f) Or 14... Qc7 15 Bd4 =. After 14... Rc8 15 Bf3 Qc7 16 a5 Bc6 17 Bb6 Qbs 
18 Rael White controls more space, Geller—Espig, Dortmund 1991. 
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(g) 7... Nbd7 8 f4 (8 a4 is also reasonable) 8 .. . b5 9 Bf3 Bb7 10 e5 Bxf3 11 Nxf3 
dxe5 12 fxe5 Ng4 13 Qe2 b4 14 Na4 h5?! (14... Re8) 15 Ng5! Nh6? 16 Nxe6! 
Qc8 17 Nxf8 Nxf8 18 Nb6 Resigns, A. Stein—Matikozian, National Open 2006. 


(h) 8...b5 9 Bf3 Bb7 10 e5 dxe5 11 fxe5 Nfd7 12 Bf4 b4 13 Ne4 Nxe5 14 Kh1! 
Be7 15 Ng5 Bxg5 16 Bxb7 Qxb7 17 Bxe5d 0-0 18 Qe4 +, Karpov—Ljubojevié, 
Turin 1982. 


(i) 10 a4 Nc6 11 Be3 transposes into column =. 


(j) 15 Be3 Rad8 16 b3 Rfe8 17 Rad1 Bc6 18 Nc3 Nf8 19 g3 Bf6 with just a minor 
edge for white, Landa—Milov, Oberwart 1994. 


(k) White can always respond to... a6 with a4 if he is willing to play the main 
lines of columns 1-3. ; 


(1) Black can also play the usual 7... Be7, after which 8 f4 0-0 9 0-0 Ncé6 is the 
main line of columns 1-6, 


(m) Black’s best play is Kasparov’s untested suggestion 8... Nc 9 Bf3 hé 10 h4 
g6! =. 9 £3 b5 10 a3 Qc7 11 g5 Nfd7 12 Qd2 Nbé6 was unclear in Pierrot—Bastidas, 
Argentina 1997. 


(n) 11...p6 12 fxe5! Nfxe4 13 Nxe4 Nxe4 14 Nxd6t Bxd6 15 exd6 +. The col- 
umn is Liang—Rodrfguez, Penang 1991. 


(o) 6...Nc6 7 Be3 transposes into 6 Be3 lines, col 24. 6... Be7 has little inde- 
pendent significance and transposes into columns 11 or 24. 


(p) 8 a3 Nc6 (8. .. Qxd4 9 Be3 wins) 9 Nb3 Qc7 =. 


(q) 10 g5 b4 11 Nb5 axb5 12 gxf6 Nd7 13 Bxb5 gxf6 14 f5 Qb6!+, Gipslis—van 
Wely, Gausdal 1992. 


(r) 15 cxb3 g6! 16 Rad1 h6 =. 


(s) 7 Be3 b5 8 Qf3 Bb7 9 Bd3 Nbd7 10 g4 b4 11 Nce2 e5 =, Micayabas—Browne, 
New York 1984. 


(t) Black should aim to trade a knight for the bishop on d3 to blunt the kingside 
attack. On 8 .. . Nc6 9 Nxc6 bxc6 10 Kh1 planning 11 Na4 and 12 c4 +. The 
column is Mokry—Nguyen Anh Dung, Yerevan Ol. 1996. 


(u) (A) 6 Bc4 a6 is the Najdorf Variation and 6 . . . Nc6 is the Sozin Variation. 
(B) 6 Bg5 hé 7 Bxf6 Qxf6 =. 


(v) If Black plays... a6 now or in the next few moves the position will transpose 
into the Taimanov Variation, 6 g3. The column is Browne—Petrosian, San An- 
tonio 1972, with 13... b6 instead of Petrosian’s 13 ... Ne&. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Scheveningen Variation, Keres Attack 


1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 eG 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nfé 5 Nc3 d6 6 g4 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
6..... DG: aie end veneer h een teckvet det vees cl eee B@7 i020 3 ce Nc6(u) 
7 BB ees ecceeenes h4(g) g5 g5 g5 
hxg5 Nc6.......... Be7(m) Nfd7 Nfd7 Nd7 
8 Bxg5 Rgl Rg1(n) Be3 h4 Be3(v) 
Ncé(a) h5(h) d5 b5 Nc6 a6(w) 
9 Qd2 gxh5(i) exd5 a3 Be3: Qd2(x) 
Qb6(b) Nxh5 Nxd5 Bb7(p) 0-0(s) Qc7 
10 Nb3 Bg5 Nxd5 h4 Qe2 0-0-0 
a6 Nfé(j) Qxd5 Nb6(q) Nxd4 Nxd4 
11 0-0-0 Rg3(k) Bg2 h5 Bxd4 Qxd4 
Bd7 a6 Qc4 N&8d7 a6 b5 
12 h4(c) Nxc6 Be3 g6! 0-0-0 h4 
Qc7 bxc6 Bd7 hxg6 bs Rb8 
13 Be2 Qf3 Qe2 hxg6 a3 Kb1 
0-0-0(d) Rbs Qxe2t Rxh1 Rb8& b4 
14 £4(e) 0-0-0 Kxe2 gxf7t f4 Na4 + 


Be7(f) Qbé6(1) Nec6(o) Kxf7(r) Re&(t) 


(a) 8... a6 9 Bg2 Bd7 10 Qe2! Be7 11 0-0-0 Qc7 12 h4 Nc6 13 f4 leaves White 
more active than in the column, Geller—Korchnoi, Moscow 1971. 


(b) It is good to chase the knight from the center. On9...a6 10 0-0-0 Bd7 11 h4 
Be7 12 Be2 Nxd4 13 Qxd4 Qa5 14 Rhg1 +, Milos—Valerga, American Conti- 
nental 2003. 


(c) 12 f4 0-0-0 13 h4 Qc7 14 Bg2 Be7 15 Bf3 is another order of moves to arrive at 
note (f). 


(d) Sharper is 13 . . . b5 14 Rhe1 Be7 15 Kb1 b4 16 Nd5! exd5 17 exd5 Na5 18 Nd4 
Kd8 19 Qf4 Kc8 20 Bf3 with an attack for the piece, Griinfeld—Akopian, Haifa 
1995, 


(e) 14 h5 Be7 15 Qfa!? Ne5 (15... e5 16 Qf3 Bg4 17 Qxfé! gxf6 18 Bxg4t Kb8 
19 Nd5d +, Tisdall—Jansa, Oslo 1988) 16 h6 Ng6 17 Qf3 Ned 18 hxg7! +, van 
Riemsdijk—Paolozzi, Brazil 1986. Black should try 14... Nxh5 15 Bxhs f6. 


(f) 15 Bf3 g6 16 Ne2 Ne8 17 Bxe7 Nxe7 18 Qe3 e5 with a very small edge for 
White, Palac—Stohl, Vinkovci 1995. 


(g) (A) 7 Rg1 Nc6 8 h4 is an equally common order of moves as the column con- 
tinuation. White has played plans for a slower buildup: (B) 7 Be3 Ncé 8 f3 a6 
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9 Qe2 Nxd4 10 Bxd4 e5 11 Be3 Be6 12 0-0-0 Rc8 13 Kb1 Rxc3 14 bxc3 Qa5 =, 
Volkmann-David, Plovdiv 2003. (C) 7 Bg2 Nc6 8 h3 Bd7 9 Be3 a6 10 £4 Qc7 
11 Qf3 Nxd4 12 Bxd4 e5 13 Be3 Bc6 -, Svidler—Akopian, Russia 1993. 


(h) 8...d5 9 Bb5 Bd7 10 exd5 Nxd5 11 Nxd5 exd5 12 Be3 Be7 (12... Qxh4 
13 Qe2 Nxd4 14 Bxd4t Qe7 15 Bxd7t Kxd7 16 Be3! Rd8 17 0-0-0 +, Ashley— 
Salov, New York 1995) 13 Qd2 Nxd4 14 Bxd7+ Qxd7 15 Qxd4 Bf6 16 Qb4 +, 
Hracek—Movsesian, Czech League 2005. 


(i) 9 g5 Ng4 10 Be2 d5! 11 Nxc6 (11 Bxg4 hxg4 12 g6 f6 13 exd5 exd5 =) 
11... bxc6 12 Bxg4 hxg4 13 Qxg4 d4 14 Ne2 Rb8 gives Black good play for 
the pawn, Schmittdiel-Adorjan, Dortmund 1984. 


(j) 10... Qb6?! 11 Nb3 a6 12 Qe2! (now a more active post than d2) 12. ..Qc7 
13 0-0-0 b5 14 Bg2 +, Ljubojevié—Kotronias, Dubai Ol. 1986. 


(k) 11 Qd2 Qb6 12 Nb3 a6 13 0-0-0 Bd7 14 Rg3 Qc7 15 Bg2 Nh5 =, Zu Chen- 
Ehlvest, Gibralter 2007. 


(1) 15 b3 Nh5 16 Rgi d5 17 Kb1 Bb4 18 Bh3 Qad 19 Ne2 Bd7 20 c4! with the at- 
tack, Morovié—Veingold, Spain 1993. 


(m) 7...a6 8 Bg2Nc6 9 g5 hxg5 10 hxg5 Rxhit 11 Bxh1 Nd7 12 f4 Qb6 13 Nde2 
g6 14 b3 Qc5 15 Qd2 bd 16 Bb2 Bb7 17 0-0-0 +, Anand—J. Polgar, Madrid 
1993. 


(n) Now 8 Bgz2 is not so effective because Black has time on the kingside— 
8... Nc6 9 g5 hxg5 10 hxg5 Rxhit 11 Bxh1 Nh7 12 f4 g6! 13 e5 (otherwise 
Black plays ...e5) 13... .dxe5 14 Nxc6 bxc6 15 Qxd8t Kxd8 16 Bxc6 Rb8 =, 
Kruppa—Epishin, Minsk 1990. 


(0) 15 Nxc6 Bxc6 16 Bxc6t bxc6 17 Bd4 0-0 18 h5 with just a small plus for White 
in the endgame, Rasik—Jansa, Ostrava 1992. 


(p) 9... Nb6 10 Rg1 N8d7 11 f4 Qc7 12 Qf3 Nc5 13 f5 +, Papin—Trofimov, Russia 
2005. 


(q) 10...Nc6 11 h5 Rc8 12 Rh3! Nde5d 13 f4 Nxd4 14 Bxd4 Nc4 15 b3 Nb6 
16 Qd2 +, Luther-Rotstein, Spain 1994. 


(r) 14... Ke7? 15 Qg4 Qc8 16 Qxe6t Kd8 17 Qe8t Kc7 18 Ne6t Kc6 19 Nd5b! 
wins. After 14... Kxf7 15 Qf3t Qf6 16 Qxh1 White has a distinct advantage, 
Spasov—Mirzoev, La Roda 2005. 


(s) 9... a6 10 Qe2 Qc7 11 0-0-0 b5 12 Nxc6 Qxc6 13 Bd4 b4 14 Nd5 exd5 15 Bxg7 
Rg8 16 exd5 Qc7 17 Bf6 Ne5 18 Bxe5 dxe5 19 f4 with good compensation for 
the piece, Karpov—Dorfman, USSR Chp. 1976. 


(t) Perhaps 14 ...b4 + is better. After 14... Re8 15 Qh2!? Bf8 16 g6! hxg6 17 h5 
b4 18 hxg6 h6 19 axb4 Rxb4 20 f5 e5 21 Be3 Nf6 22 Bg5 White is clearly on 
top, Rogalewicz—Kjejdo, corr. 1993. 


(u) (A) 6... e5?! has confused many White players, but a clear solution has been 
found—7 Bb5t Bd7 8 Bxd7t+ Qxd7 9 Nf5 h5 10 gxh5 Nxh5 (10...Nxe4 
11 Nxg7t +) 11 Bh6! Nc6 (11... g6 12 Bxf8 +) 12 Qxh5 Ne7 13 Qg5 Nxf5 
14 exf5 Rxh6 15 Nd5 +, Morovié—Suba, Las Palmas 1995. (B) The other cen- 
tral thrust is also bad—6...d5 7 exd5 Nxd5 8 Bb5t Bd7 9 Nxd5 and Black 
has an isolated pawn. 
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(v) 8 Ndb5 Nbé 9 Bf4 Ne5 10 Qh5 Ng6 11 Be3 a6 12 Nd4 d5 13 0-0-0 Bb4 with 
counterplay, Mieske—Mochocki, corr. 1993. ; 


(w) (A) 8...Nb6 9 h4 d5 10 Bb5 Bd7 11 exd5 exd5 12 Qe2 Be7 13 0-0-0 +, 
A. Ivanov—Lesiege, Philadelphia 1991. (B) 8... Be7 9 h4 transposes into the 
previous column. 


(x) An old move, but probably best. On 9 h4 Qc7 10 Qe2 b5 11 Nxc6 Qxc6 12 Bd4 
(Nunn—Howell, London 1990) 12 .., b4 13 Nd5 a5 is unclear. A noteworthy 
idea is 9 Bc4!? along the lines of the Velimirovié Attack. The column is Hort- 
Andersson, Las Palmas 1973, 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Scheveningen Variation, English Attack 
1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 e6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf 5 Nc3 d6 6 Be3 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
6 OG oeekcegtgucnsSeurevdedeliada ghee oess oe Caachuwenea iene ees Nc6 
7 ~~ £3 (a) g4 £9 seas f4 
b5 e5(1) Be7 Be7(s) 
Bo ph ace hia tnd Qd2 Nf5 Qd2 Qfs 
hé Bb7 Bb7 g6 0-0(o) Qc7 
9 Qd2(b) Qda(f) 0-0-0 g5 0-0-0(p) 0-0-0 
Bb7 Nfd7(g) Nbd7 gxf5 d5 a6 
10 0-0-0 0-0-0 g4 exfS exd5(q) —g4 
Nbd7 Nb6 Nb6 d5 Nxd5 Nxd4 
11 h4(c) Qf2(h) h47i(j) Qf3(m) Nxd5 Bxd4 
b4 N&d7 Rc8 d4 Qxd5 e5 
12 Na4(d) Bd3(i) h5 0-0-0 Nxc6 fxe5 _ 
Qa5 Rc8 Nfd7 Nbd7 Qxc6 dxe5 
13 ~=—b3(e) Nce2 g5 Bd2 Bd3 Qg3 
Nc Na4! b4 Qas Rd8 Bd6 
14 a3 Kb1 Nb1 a3 ‘Qad Be3 
Nxa4(f) Ndc5 = d5(k) dxc3(n) Rd5(r) BxgA(t) 


(a) 7 Qd2 usually just transposes into column 20 after 7... b5 £3. White is happy 
if Black chooses 7... Ng4?! 8 Bg5. 


(b) 9 h4 b4 10 Nce2 e5 11 Nb3 Be6 12 Regi Nfd7 13 g5 hxg5 14 hxg5 g6 =, Socko— 
Najer, EU Chp. 2001. 


(c) 11 Bd3 Ne5 12 Rhe1 Rc8 13 Kb1 Nfd7 14 f4 Nc4 15 Qe2 Nxe3 =, Ozolin— 
Smirnow, Privolzhsky 2005. 


(d) 12 Nce2 d5 13 Bh3 dxe4 14 g5 hxg5 15 hxg5 exf3 16 Ng3 Ne4 favors Black, 
Sanchez—Arlandi, Aosta Open 2003. 


(e) 15 axb4 Qc7 16 bxa4 d5 17 e5 Nd7 18 f4 Nb6 with about even chances, Am- 
bartsumian—Minasian, Yereven 2007, continued 19 f5 Nxa4 20 fxe6 Nc3 
21 exf7+ Kxf7 22 Bd3 Bb4 23 Qf2t Kg8 24 Rdfi1 =. 


(f) 9 g5 Nfd7 10 a3 Nb6 11 Qd2 N&d7 12 f4 Nc5 13 Bd3 d5 =, Fogarasi— 
Nakamura, Budapest 2002. 


(g) 9...Nc6 10 0-0-0 Be7 11 Nxc6 Bxc6 12 Ne2 0-0 13 g5 Nd7 14 Nd4 Bb7 15 h4 
d5 =, Gelfand-J. Polgar, Rapid Match 2003. 


300 


(h) (A) 11 Bd3 N&d7 12 h4 Rc8 13 Kb1 Ned =, Pedersen—Vasquez, Copenhagen 
2005. (B) 11 Nb3 planning Na5 is reasonable. 


(i) 12 Kb1 Rc8 13 Bd3 Rxc3!? 14 bxc3 Qc7 with active play for the exchange, 
Movsesian—Kasparov, Bosnia 2000. 


(j) Better is 11 Qf2 Nfd7 transposing into the previous column. Here 11 Nb3 Rc8! 
12 Na5 Ba8 leaves Black with an active setup, Del la Riva—Grischuk, Calvia 
Ol. 2004. 


(k) 15 Bh3?! Nc4 16 Qe2 Qa5 +, Shulman—M. Frank, U.S. Amateur East 2002. 


(1) Black can transpose into the Keres Attack with 7... Nc6 8 Bg5 Nd7 or play 
7... h6 8f4 Nc6 9 h3 Qe? with fair chances, Brunello—Vallejo Pons, Saint Vin- 
cent 2005. 


(m) Also dangerous is 11 gxf6 d4 12 Bc4 Qc7 13 Qd3 dxe3 14 0-0-0 exf2 15 Bxf7t 
Kxf7 16 Qd5t Kxf6 17 Ne4t Ke7 18 {6+ Ke8 19 f7+ Ke7 20 Qd2 Qb6 21 Qg5t 
Kxf7 22 Rhf1 Bh6 23 Rxf2t Ke8 24 Rd8t Qxd8 25 Qxh6 Qe7 26 Nfet Kds 


27 Nd5 Qe6 28 Qg5t Kd7 29 Qg7t Kc6 30 Rf6 +, Carlsen—Sammalvuo, Gausdal 
2004. 


(n) 15 Bxc3 Qa4 16 gxf6 +, Ivanchuk—van Wely, Melody Amber 2005. 


(0) 8... a6 9 g4 0-0 10 0-0-0 Nxd4 11 Qxd4 b5 12 g5 Nd7 13 h4 +, Mahia— 
Vasquez, Asuncion 2003. 


(p) 9g4d5 10 g5 Nh5 11 0-0-0 Nxd4 12 Qxd4 Bxg5 13 Kb1 Kh8 14 Rgi e5 15 Qxd5 
Qxd5 =, Z. Almasi—Balogh, Aeroflot Open 2007. 


(q) 10 Qe1 e5 11 Nxc6 bxc6 12 exd5 cxd5 13 Bg5 Be6 14 Bc4 Bb4 15 Qxe5 Bxc3 
16 bxc3 Nd7 =, Korneev—Timofeev, Montreal 2007. 


(r) 15 Qe1 Bd7 16 Kbi +, Kovalev—Kaufeld, Eupen 2006. 


(s) A safer alternative is 7 ...e5 8 Nf3 Ng4 9 Qd2 Nxe3 10 Qxe3 exf4 11 Qxf4 Be7 
12 0-0-0 Be6 13 Nd5 0-0 14 Kb1 Rc8 =, Sutovsky—Topalov, Dortmund 2005. 


(t) 15 Rd3 with good compensation for the pawn, Hamdouchi-Goullev, Bor- 
deaux 2005. 
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SICILIAN VARIATIONS WITH 
1e4c5 2 Nf3 e6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 


o 


‘a ae 


a, ae —. 


ag 
a J De 


e4 c5 2 Nf3 e6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nc6 is the TAIMANOV VARIATION 

(see above diagram). Black plays to avoid an early confrontation, 

maintaining a flexible position at the cost of reducing his/her ag- 

gressive possibilities. Quick attacks against the king and long tac- 

tical lines are less common than in most Sicilian variations, so. White 

must usually opt to play for positional pressure. Transpositions into the 
Paulsen or Scheveningen Variations can easily occur. 

5 Nc3 a6 6 g3 (columns 1-6) is a safe plan, attempting to control the 
center and keep Black restricted. Black has several setups to choose from, 
most leaving the position slightly cramped although not in serious trou- 
ble. Column 2 is an active plan for Black. 

6 Be2 (columns 7-12) is sharper than 6 g3. Play could transpose into 
the Scheveningen Variation if Black chooses 6... d6 and... Be7. A par- 
ticular feature of the Taimanov is .. . Bb4 from column 7, which leads to 
White sacrificing a pawn to control central and queenside squares. 

6 Be3 (columns 13-14) is similar to 6 Be2 and can transpose into it, 
yet there are some distinct sharp lines. 6 Nxc6 (column 15) opts for quick 
development in exchange for Black’s strong center. 5 Nb5 d6 6 c4’ 
(columns 16-17) reaches a Maréczy Bind—type position where Black is re- 
stricted, but White can make little use of this. 5 Nb5 and 6 Bf4 forces Black 
to play e6-e5, but the plan is too time consuming and Black has no prob- 
lems. 
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ay 

ie A 4 

a 
y 10 "ug 


Oy Zz) 
ae nett 
Ae A apg 8 


The PAULSEN (or Kan) VARIATION, 4... a6 (see above diagram), is a 
close cousin of the Taimanov. Black has an even more flexible position as 
the queen’s knight need not develop to c6. White has somewhat more ag- 
gressive choices than in the Taimanov Variation since Black has made no 
move yet to control the center. 

White can play sharply with 5 Bd3 (columns 1—4), which often leads 
to a kingside attack. White seems to gain some edge from this reply. Am- 
bitious is 5 c4 (columns 5-6), trying to contro] the center. Black should 
react aggressively (column 5) when his chances are good. 

5 Nc3 (columns 7-10) would transpose into the Taimanov Variation 
if Black chooses 5 ... Nc6. The Paulsen variations of those columns have 
their own style, though White can maintain some initiative with proper 
play. The offbeat continuations 5 Nd2 (column 11) and 5 g3 (column 12) 
are not dangerous for Black. 

The Four KNIGHTS’ VARIATION, 4... . Nf6 5 Nc3 Nc6 (columns 1-4), is 
rarely played, though it is quite a reasonable choice considering its sur- 
prise value. If White is prepared he/she can gain an edge by following col- 
umn 1, but this is the only advantageous continuation. — 

The SICILIAN COUNTER ATTACK, 5... Bb4 (columns 5-6), is tactical 
and thus promising against an unprepared opponent, but it is simply bad 
if White knows what to do. 


SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Taimanov Variation 


1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 e6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nc6 5 Nc3 a6 6 g3 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
QO7 (A) sais ccet beddecns Paine tea uae Seve edieteead deetustees dG i eesieess, Nge7{(t) 
7  Bg2 Bg2 Nb3 
Nf6é Bd7 d6(u) 
8 0-0 0-0 a4 
Be? .esseeis: Bc5 ......005- Nxd4(j) ..... dé Nfé(p) Bd7 
9 Re1(b) Nxc6(g) Qxd4 Rel a4(q) Bg2 
Nxd4(c) dxc6 Bcd Be7(m) Be7 Nc8 
10 Qxd4(d) Na4 Bray. Nxc6 Nb3 0-0 
Bc5 Ba7 d6(k) bxc6 0-0 Be7 
11 Qd1(e) c4 Qd2 e5 £4 Qe2 
d6 Nd7 hé dxe5 Qc7 0-0 
12 ~=Be3 b4 Radi Rxe5 g4 Be3 
Bxe3 a5(h) e5 0-0(n) d5! Qc7 
13 Rxe3 b5 Be3 Bf4 e5(r) £4 
Bd7(f) e5(i) Bg4(l) Qb7(o) Ne@&(s) Nb4(v) 


‘ 
(a) Note that in the Taimanov (and Paulsen) Variation Black can play... a6, 
. Nc6, and ...Qc7 in different orders and arrive at this position. 


(b) (A) 9 a4 0-0 10 Nb3 dé6 11 £4 Bd7 transposes into column 5. hes 9 b3 0-0 10 Bb2 
d6 11 Nce2 Nxd4 12 Nxd4 e5 13 Nf5 Bxf5 14 exf5 d5! =, Parma—Matanovi¢, 
Zagreb 1965. 


(c) (A) 9... d6 transposes into column 4. (B) 9...0-0 10 Nxc6 dxc6 11 e5 Rd8 
12 Qf3 Nd5 13 h4 Nxc3 14 Qxce3 Bd7 15 Bg5 +, Berescu—Stoma, Warsaw 2005. 


(d) 10 e5 is possible here. 10... Nb5 (10... . Nc6 11 exf6 gxf6 12 Qe4 with a king- 
side invasion) 11 exf6 gxf6 (11... Nxc3 12 fxg7 Rg8 13 Qd3 +) 12 Nxb5 axb5 
13 Qg4 Qxc2 14 Be4 Qa4 15 Qe7 +  Gerigt-Arnold, Germany 1998. 


(e) 11 Bf4 d6 12 Qd2 e5 13 Bg5 Ng4 14 Nd5 Qc6 15 Rf ‘h6 16 h3 Be6 17 hxga 
hxg5 =, Tal—Barlov, Sochi 1984. 


(f) 14 Rd3 Ke7 15 Qd2 Bc6 16 Rd1 +, Korneev—Chebotarov, Moscow 2006. 


(g) (A) 9 Bf4 e5 10 Nb3 exf4 11 Nxc5 fxg3 12 hxg3 d6 13 Nd3 Be6 =, Vogt—Moor, 
ECU Club Cup 2006. (B) 9 Nb3 Ba7 10 Kh1 (10 Bg5 Ne5 =) 10... d6 11 £4 hs 
12 h3 Bd? =, de Firmian—Benjamin, U.S. Chp. 1995. (C) 9 Be3 Ne5 10 h3 bs =, 
de Firmian—Sjoberg, Stockholm 1998. 


(h) 12... b5?! 13 Nb2 c5 14 bxc5 Bxc5 15 Qg4 Kf8 16 Nd3 +, Tiviakov—Liang, 
Beijing 1997. 
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(i) 14 Rb1 Bd4 15 Bb2 c5 16 Bxd4 cxd4 17 c5 Nxc5 18 Rc1 b6 19 Qc2 Be6 20 Nxc5 
bxc5 21 Qxc5 Qxc5 22 Rxc5 Bxa2 23 Rxe5t Be6 =, Souledis—Skripchenko, 
Bundesliga 2004. 


(j) 8...h6 9 Re1 Nxd4 10 e5! Nb5 11 Nxb5 axb5 12 exf6 pxf6 13 c3 d6 14 Be3 
Bd7, de Firmian—Rohde, New York 1988; now 15 Qf3 wins the pawn back 
with a superior position. 


(k) After 10... Bxd4 11 Bxc7 d5 12 exd5 Bxc3 13 bxc3 Nxd5 14 Bed f6 15 c4! 
Black has a poor ending, Honfi-Kozma, Wijk aan Zee 1969. 


(1) If instead 13... Ke7 14 Bxc5 Qxc5 15 Na4 Qc6 16 f4! a5 17 Qd3 b5 18 Nc3 
Be6 19 Qxb5! Qxb5 20 Nxb5 Bc4 21 Nxd6 Bxf1 22 Nf5t leaves White clearly 
ahead, Kotronias—Damjanovié, Belgrade 1993. After 13 ... Bg4 14 Bxc5 dxc5 
15 £3 Be6 16 f4 Rd8 17 Nd5 Bxd5 18 exd5 e4 19 Rfe1! Rxd5 20 Rxe4t Kd8 
21 Qe2 Rxd1t 22 Qxd1t Qd7 23 Qxd7+t Kxd7 24 Re5 White has the edge in the 
endgame, brilliantly converted into a win in the game Fischer—Taimanov, 
match 1971. 


(m) (A) 9... Rb8 10 Nxc6 bxc6 11 e5 d5 12 Ne2! c5 13 c4.d 4.14 Nf4 g6 15 Nd3 +, 
Tiviakov—Plachetka, Torcy 1991. (B) 9... Bd7 10 Nxc6 bxc6 11 Na4 Rb8 12 c4 
c5 13 Nc3 Be7 14 Bf4 e5 (14... Rxb2 15 e5!) 15 Bc1 +, Kavalek—Garcia Gon- 
zalez, Buenos Aires OL. 1978. 


(n) 12...Nd5 13 Nxd5 cxd5 14 Bf4 Bd6 15 Qxd5! +. 


(0) 14 Na4 Nd5 15 Bd2 Bf6 16 Re2 leaves White with the better pawn structure, 
A. Ivanov—Ashley, Philadelphia 1989. 


(p) 8... Qc7 9 Nxc6 Bxc6 10 Re1 Be7 11 Bf4 Nf6 12 e5 dxe5 13 Bxe5 Qc8 14 Ne4 
Nxe4 15 Bxe4 Bxe4 16 Rxe4 +, Sutovsky—Brodsky, Groningen 1993. 


(q) 9 Re1 Be7 10 Nxc6 Bxc6 and now both 11 e5 dxe5 12 Bxc6t bxc6 and 11 a4 
0-0 12 a5 Nd7 13 Be3 Qc7 14 Na4 Rae®! are equal. 


(rt) 13 exd5 Nb4! 14 dxe6 Bxe6 gives Black great activity for the pawn. 


(s) 14 Be3 Bb4 15 Ne2 f6! 16 c3 Be7 17 exf6 Nxf6 18 Ng3 Bdé =, de Firmian- 
Zvjaginsev, Biel 1995. 


(t) This threatens 7... Nxd4 8 Qxd4 Nc6 = The immediate exchange allows 
White a small plus—6 .. . Nxd4 7 Qxd4 Ne7 8 Bf4 Nc6 9 Qd2 b5 10 Bg2 Bb7 
11 0-0 Be7 12 Rfd1 Na5 13 b3 Rc8 14 Ne2 0-0 15 c3 Bc6 16 Nd4 +2, 
A, Ivanov-Christiansen, U.S. Chp. 1994. 


(u) (A) 7...Na5 8 Qh5! Nec6 9 Bg5 Qc7 10 Bf4 d6 11 Nxa5 Nxa5 12 0-0-0 +, 
Timman—Andersson, Tallinn 1973. (B) 7. ..b5 8 Bg2 Qc7 9 Be3 Bb7 10 f4 +. 


(v) 14 Qf2 Rb8 (Tiviakov—Romanishin, Istanbul 2003), now 15 Rfd1 is a slight 
edge to White. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Taimanov Variation, 6 Be2 
1 e4 c5 2 Nf e6 3 d4cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nc6 5 Nc3 a6 6 Be2 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
OG ik Me deine de tint esen uci een uneatedssaeeh aa ceam on aeatanaslceee’s Nge7 
7 OD ices vated scatn oiiwsc tes bae tens mi bue toe ese abecnsae neat es f4 Bf4(u) 
Nf6(a) Nxd4(s) Ng6 
BO. BeB scnciteeecesiaereeee Khi Qxd4 Nxc6! 
Bb4(b) Bb4.......... Nxd4(o) b5 bxc6 
9 Nad(c) Qd3(l) Qxd4 Be3 Bd6 
OOssectecsc: Be7(h) 0-0 Bc5 Bb7 Bxd6(v) 
10  Nxc6(d) c(i) Bgi ‘Qd3 0-0(t) Qxd6 
bxc6(e) Nxe4 Bxc3 b5(p) Rc8 Qe7 
11 Nb6(f) c5 bxc3 f4 Rad1 0-0-0 
Rbs 0-0(j) Ne5(m) Bb7 Nf6__ Qxd6 
12 Nxc8 Rel Qe3 Bf3 Bf3 Rxd6 
Rfxc8 Rd8 Neg4 h5(q) hs Ke7 
13. Bxa6 g3 Qh3 e5 Khi Rhdi 
Rfa(g) Rd8(k) Nxf2t(n) Neg4(r) Be7 = f6(w) 


(a) 7...b5 8 Nxc6 dxc6 (8...Qxc6 9 Bf3 Bb7 10 Rel +) 9 a4 b4 10 Nb1 Nf6é 
11 Nd2 Bc5 12 Bd3 e5 13 Nb3 Ba7 14 h3 a5 15 Qe2 0-0 16 Be3 +, Hiberia— 
Firman, AIG (rapid) 2006. 


(b) 8... d6 now (and earlier) transposes into the Scheveningen Variation. 


(c) 9 f3 0-0 10 Na4 d5 11 Nxc6 bxc6 12 Nb6 Rb8 13 Nxc8 Rfxc8 14 Bxa6 Rd8 lets 
Black take over the initiative, Peterwitz—Christ, Germany 1992. 


(d) Possibly better is the immediate 10 c4 Bd6 11 g3 Nxe4 12 c5 Be7 13 Rc1 Rd8 
14 Bf3 Nf6 15 Re1 +, Fressinet—Bauer, Belfort 2003. 


(ce) 10... dxc6 11 c4 Bd6 12 f4! Nxe4 13 Qc2 f 14 c Be7 15 Nb6 Rbs 
(Tal-Suetin, Sochi 1973) 16 Bd3 Nf6 17 Bd4 with excellent play for the pawn. 


(f) 11 c4 Bd6 12 f4 Nxe4 13 Bd3 Nf6 14 Bb6 Qb8 15 Bd4 Be7 16 c5 Rb8 17 Nb6 
d6! =, Thipsay—Al Modiahki, Calcutta 1996. 


(g) 14 Bd3 Bd6 15 g3 Be5 16 a4 Bxb2 17 Ra2 d5 18 exd5 Nxd5 19 Bd2 +, 
Nisipeanu—De la Riva, Spanish League 2006. 


(h) The alternatives leave Black in trouble. (A) 9... Bd6 10 g3 Be7 (10... b5 
11 Nb6!) 11 c4! d6 12 f3 Bd7 13 Rei 0-0 14 Nxc6 Bxc6 15 Nb6 Rad8 16 b4 +, 
Kasparov—J. Polgar, Linares 1997. (B) 9...Ne7 10 c4 Nxe4 11 Qce2 Nf6 
125 +. 
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(i) 10 Nxc6 bxc6 11 Bd3 (11 Nb6 Rb8 12 Nxc8 Qxc8 13 e5 Nd5 14 Bc1 Bcd 
15 Qd3 0-0 16 Qg3 Re8 17 Rd1a5 =, Salov—Karpov, Buenos Aires 1994) 11 ...c5 
12 c4 Bb7 13 Nc3 0-0 14 £4 d6 15 Qf3 Rad8 16 Qh3 Rfe8 17 Rael Nd7 18 Rf3 
Nfs 19 f5 Bf6 =, Shirov-Anand, Wijk aan Zee 1999. 


(j) 11... Nf6 12 Bf3 0-0 13 Rc1 Rb8 14 g3 g6 15 Nb6 Rd8 16 Qa4 =, Kamsky- 
Karpov, Buenos Aires 1994, 


(k) White has a slight edge. J. Polgar—De la Riva, Andorra 2000, continued 14 Bf3 
Nf6 15 Re1 d6?! 16 cxd6 Bxd6, when 17 Bxc6 gives a big advantage. 


(1) Sharpest is (A) 9 Nxc6 bxc6 10 f4!? d5 11 e5 Bxc3 12 bxc3 Ne4 13 Bf3! c5 
14 c4 Bb7 15 cxd5 +, Martorelli—Mrdja, Italy 2005. (B) 9 Bg5 Bxc3 10 Bxf6 gxf6 
11 bxc3 Ne7 12 Qd2 h5 13 Qe3 bé6 =, Volokitin—Neverov, Ukrainian Chp. 2001. 


(m) 11... Qed 12 f4 Qxe4 13 Qg3 Qg6 14 Bd3 Nh5d! 15 Qe1 f5 16 g4 Nf6 =, 
Steflitsch-Teske, Greece 2002. 


(n) 14 Rxf2 Nxe4 15 Bh4 Nxf2t 16 Bxf2 d5 17 Bd3 hé =, Oll—van der Werf, 
Holland 1996. White’s attacking chances compensate for Black’s better pawn 
structure. 


(o) 8... b5 9 Nxc6.bxc6 10 £4 Be7 11 e5 Nd5 12 Nxd5 cxd5 13 Be3 +, Savanovic— 
Andrijevic, 2005, 


(p) Also reasonable is 10... h5 11 Bg5 Ng4 12 f4 f6 13 Bh4 b5 14 e5 f5 15 Nd5l? 
exd5 16 Qxf5 Qcé 17 e6 dxe6 18 Qe6t Kfs 19 f5 Rh6é =, Gallagher—Kobalia, 
Biel 1997 (the game ended in a draw by perpetual check). 


(q) 12... 00 13 e5 Ne8 14 Bxb7 Qxb7 15 f5 f6 16 Bf4 b4 =, Lin Yi—Liang Jinrong, 
Chinese League 2001. 


(r) 14 Bxb7 Qxb7 15 Ne4 Rc8 16 Bd2 Be7 17 Bc3 Nhé =, Nijboer—Kristiansson, 
ECU Club Cup 2006. 


(s) 7...b5 8 Nxc6 Qxc6 9 Bf3 Bb7 10 e5 Qc7 11 Ne4 Rc8 12 0-0 Nh6 
(12... Qxc2 13 Qxe2 Rxc2 14 Nd6t Bxd6 15 Bxb7 +) 13 Be3 Nf5 14 Bf2 d5 
15 exd6 Bxd6 16 Nxd6t Nxd6 17 Bxb7 Nxb7 18 a4 0-0 19 axb5 axb5 20 c3 +, 
Kudrin—Matulovié, Belgrade 1988. 


(t) More aggressive play also fails to gain an advantage—10 0-0-0 Rc8 11 Rd2 Nfé 
12 Bf3 Be7 13 Rhd1 0-0 14 e5 b4! =, Hector—P, Cramling, Valby 1991. 


(u) (A) 7 0-0 Nxd4 8 Qxd4 Nc6 9 Qd3 Qc7 10 Bg5 Bd6 11 Kh1 f6 12 Be3 bs 13 £4 
Be7 14 e5 0-0 15 exf6 Rxf6 16 f5 Bb7 17 Bg5 Rf8 with near equality for Black, 
Nijboer—van Mil, Eindhoven 1993. (B) 7 Be3 Nxd4 8 Qxd4 b5! 9 0-0 Nc6 
10 Qd2 Be7 11 Radi 0-0 12 Bf4 f6 =, Hjartarson—Taimanov, Leningrad 1984. 


(v) 9...Qb6 10 0-0 c5 11 Bxf8 Rxf8 12 Qd2 +, Beliavsky—Taimanov, Leningrad 
1977. Here at least Black’s position is solid. . 


(w) If 13... Nf4 14 Bf3! After 13... £6 14 Na4 Ne5 15 Nc5 White has the better 
endgame, Djukic—Damjanovit, Belgrade 2002. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Taimanov Variation 
1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 e6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nc6 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
5 NGS resis cevecivorseae ee cdeckigbeuseeteeye Nb5(m) 
a6(a) d6 
6 Be3(b).......cesseeessceeees Nxc6 CAR aioe ees Bf4 
Qc7 bxc6 Nf6 e5 
7 Be2.......... Bd3(g) Bd3(k) Nic3(n) Be3 
b5(c) Nfé d5 a6 Nf6é 
8 Nxc6 0-0 0-0 Na3 Bg5 
Qxc6 Ne5d(h) Nf6é Be7(o)....... b6 Be6(t) 
9 0-0(d) h3 Re1(l) Be2 Be2 Nd2(u) 
Bb7 Bc5(i) Be7 0-0 Bb7 Be7! 
10 += Bf Khi e5 0-0 0-0 Bxf6 
Rc8!(e) d6 Nd7 b6 Nba(q) * ° Bxfé 
11 eS f4 Qg4 Be3 £3 Nc4 
Qc7 Ng6 g6 Bb7 Nbd7 0-0 
12 Bxb7 Qel Na4 Qb3 Bf4(r) Qxd6 
Qxb7 Bd7 Qa5 Nd7 Qc7 Qcs8 
13 Qd3 f5 Bhé Rfd1 Qd2 c3 
Ne7(f) Ne5(j) c5 = Nc&(p) Be7(s) Rda(v) 


(a) 5... Qc7 is also commonly played to arrive at the positions of the Taimanov 
Variation. It has little independent significance since on 6 g3, 6 Be2, or 6 Be3 
Black’s most flexible option is 6... a6. 


(b) 6 Bf4 dé 7 Bg3 Be7 (7... Nf67! 8 Be2 Be7 9 Nxc6 bxc6 10 e5 +) 8 Be2 e5! 
9 Nb3 Nf6 10 0-0 0-0 11 Qd3 Be6 =, W. Watson—Portisch, New York 1987. 


(c) 7... Nf6 8 0-0 transposes to the more popular lines of columns 7 and 8. 


(d) On 9 f4 Black can play either 9 .. .Bb7 10 Bf3 Qc4 11 e5 Bxf3 12 Qxf3 Rc8 =, 
Anand—Timman, Novi Sad Ol. 1990, or 9... . Ba3!? 10 Bd4 Bxb2 11 Nxb5 Bxa1 
12 Bxa1 axb5 13 Bxg7 Qxe4 =, Kavalek—Stein, Sousse Int. 1967. 


(e) (A) 10...Rd8 runs into 11 Re1! with the sacrifice Nd5 in the air, eg. 
11 ...Ne7 12 a4 b4 13 Nd5 Ng6 14 c3 Ne5 15 Bd4 +, Lanka—Drei, Nice 1996. 
(B) 10...Qc7 11 e5 Ne7 12 Bxb7 Qxb7 13 Qd3 Nf5 14 Rad1 Be7?! 
(14... Rc8!) 15 Bf4 Rd8 16 Ne4 h6 17 g4 Nh4 18 Bg3 Ng6 19 f4 +, 
Shirov—Adams, Greece 1993. 


(f) 14 Rad1 Nf5 15 Ne4 Rc4! = 16 £37! Nxe3 17 Qxe3 Rxc2 +, Petermann— 
Benjamin, Stockholm 1996. 
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(g) 7 £3 Nf6 8 Qd2 bs 9 0-0-0 Nxd4 10 Qxd4 Bb7 11 Kb1 Re8 12 Bd3 Bc5 13 Qxc5 
Qxc5 =, Carlsen—Skripchenko, Cap d’Agde 2006. 


(h) (A) 8... Bd6 9 Nxc6 bxc6 10 f4 e5 11 £5 Be7 is an unbalanced position, White 
having the strong f5 pawn, Black being ready to advance in the center. After 
12 Na4 d5 13 Bb6 Qb8 14 Qe1 a5 15 c4 0-0 16 Rc1 Nd7 chances are equal, Hec- 
tor-Emms, Isle of Man 1996. (B) 8... b5 9 Nxc6 Qxc6 10 {3 Bb7 11 Kh1 Bc5 
12 Bxc5 Qxc5 13 Qel d6 14 a4 bxa4 15 Rxa4 +, Carlsen—E. Paehtz, Lausanne 
2005. 


(i) Now 9... b5?! 10 f4 Nc4 11 Bxc4 Qxc4 12 Qd3 Bb7 13 a4 Qxd3 14 cxd3 b4 
15 Nce2 allows White play against the weakened queenside, Short—Illescas, 
Linares 1990. 


(j) 14 Nce2 Qb6 15 Qg3 0-0 =, Fressinet—Rublevsky, Turin Ol. 2006. 
(k) 7 e5 Qc7 8 f4 f5! 9 Be3 Ne7 10 Bc5 Nd5 =, Rytshagov—Ye, Helsinki 1992. 


() 9Qe2 Be7 10 b3 0-0 11 Bb2 c5 12 Rael Re8 13 Khi Bb7 14 f4 c4! 15 bxc4 dxc4 
16 Bxc4 Bb4 17 Bb3 Rc8 =, Karasev—Taimanov, St. Petersburg 1995. The col- 
umn is Khairullin—Svidler, Russian Chp. 2006. 


(m) Insipid is 5 c4 Nf6 6 Nc3 Bb4 7 Nxc6 bxc6 8 Bd3 e5 9 0-0 0-0 =, Christiansen— 
Ribli, Germany 1992. 


(n) 7 N5c3 Be7 8 Be2 0-0 9 0-0 b6 10 Bf4 Bb7 11 Nd2 a6 12 a3 Nd4 13 Bd3 Nd7 is 
equal, Ljubojevié—Karpov, Madrid 1973. 


(o) A tricky line ensues with 8...d5 9 cxd5 exd5 10 exd5 Nb4 11 Be2 Nfxd5 
(11... Bc5 12 Be3!) 12 0-0 Be6 13 Qa4t! b5 14 Naxb5 axb5 15 Bxb5t Ke7 
16 Nxd5t Nxd5 17 Qe4 with good compensation for the knight, Z. Almasi— 
Horvath, Hungarian Chp. 1993. 


(p) 14 Qc2 Qc7 15 Rac1 Rac8 16 Nab1 Nb4 17 Qd2 Qbs 18 f3 Rfd8 =, Yudasin- 
Lautier, Pamplona 1992. 


(q) Less accurate is 10... Ne5?! 11 f4 Ned7 12 Bf3 Be7 13 Qe2 0-0 14 g4! taking 
squares, Geller—A. Sokolov, Pancevo 1987. 


(r) 12 Be3 Be7 13 Qd2 Qc7 14 Rac Rc8 15 Rfd1 0-0 16 Bf1 Qb8 17 Kh1 Rfe8 is an 
equal, typical hedgehog position, Santo Roman—Cebalo, Cannes 1993. 


(s) 14 Rfd1 Ne5 15 Rac1 0-0 =, I. Gurevich—Zsu. Polgar, New York 1992. White 
has difficulty making his spatial advantage into something concrete. 


(t) White gains an edge from 8... Qa5t 9 Qd2 Nxe4 10 Qxa5 Nxa5 11 Be3 Kd7 
12 £3 Nf6 13 Bxa7 d5 14 f4! Nc6 15 fxe5, A. Rodriguez—Hellsten, Yerevan Ol. 
1996, 


(u) 9 N1c3 a6 10 Bxf6 gxf6 11 Na3 d5! 12 exd5 Bxa3 13 bxa3 Qa5 14 Qd2 0-0-0 left 
White in difficulties, Fischer—Petrosian, match 1971. 


(v) 14 Qc7 Be7 15 QxcB Raxc8 16 Nba3 Nd4 =, Borisek—Navara, European Junior 
Chp. 2003. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Paulsen Variation 


1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 eG 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 a6 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
5 BS i piiteeia Mar caencs lade esc Babideeis eed Denison aed c4 
NE6(8) si.3sccsseci seve ties NC6........55 Bc5(m) Nf6 
6 0-0 Nxc6 Nb3 Nc3(p) 
dG savitetin Qc7 dxc6(j) Ba7(n) Bb4......0085 Qc7 
7 c4(b) Qe2(g) Nd2 Nc3 Bd3(q) Be2(u) 
Be7(c) Bd6(h) e5 Nc6 Nc6 Bb4(v) 
8 Nc3 Kh1 Qh5 Qe2 Nxc6(r) 0-0 
0-0 Nc6 Bd6 dé dxc6 0-0(w) 
9 Qe2 Nxc6 Nc4 Be3 eb Bg5 
Nbd7(d) bxc6 Nf6(k) Bxe3 Qa5! Bxc3 
10 #»b3 f4 Nxd6t Qxe3 exf6 Bxf6 
Qc7 e5 Qxd6 Nf6 Bxc3t Bxb2 
11 Bb2 Nd2 Qe2 £4(o) bxc3 _ Rb1 
b6 0-0 Be6 Qc7 Qxc3t pxf6 
12 Rae1(e) Nc4 0-0 pax Qd2!?(s) ' Rxb2 
Bb7(f) Re&(i) Nd7(l) Qxa1(t) Kh8(x) 


(a) 5... g6 6 c4 Bg7 7 Nb3 Ne7 8 0-0 Nbc6 9 Nc3 d5 10 cxd5 exd5 11 Bg5 +, 
Adams-—Lalic, Southend 2001. : 


(b) With this White seizes space. Black’s position is too flexible to break down by 
straightforward kingside play—7 f4 Be7 8 Kh1 Nbd7 9 Qe2 Nc5 10 Nd2 0-0 
11 N2f£3 Nxd3 12 cxd3 Bd7 with no problems for Black, Lesiege-Shamkovich, 
New York 1989. 


(c) (A)7...g6 8 Nc3 Bg7 9 Be3 0-0 10 Re1!; now 10... b6 11 £3 Bb7 12 Bf1 Nbd7 
13 Qd2 = is a good hedgehog position, and 10... Nbd7 11 Bf1 d5 12 exd5 
exd5 13 cxd5 Nb6 14 Nb3 Nbxd5 15 Bc5 Nxc3 16 bxc3 Re8 17 Qxd8 Rxd8 
18 Be7 Re8 19 Bxf6 Rxe1 20 Rxe1 Bxf6 21 Re&t pins the bishop on c8. 
(B) 7...b6 8 Nc3 Bb7 9 f4 Be7 10 Kh1 Nc6 11 Nxc6 Bxc6 12 Qe2 0-0 13 b3 
Qc7 14 Bb2 +, Matulovié—Tringov, Vrnjacka Banja 1986: 


(d) 9... Nc6 10 Nxc6 bxc6 11 f4 e5 12 Khi Nd7 13 f5 a5 14 Be3 =, Adams— 
Christiansen, Reykjavik 1990. 


(e) 12 Rad1 Bb7 13 f4 Rfe8 14 Kh1 Bfs 15 Nf3 g6 =, Ginsburg—Yudasin, World 
Open 2003. 


(f) 13 Kh1 Rac8 14 f4 Qb8 15 e5 Ne8 16 Nd5! +, Gulko—-Hummel, CCA 1999, 
Black could defend better with 13... Rfe8 and 14... g6, though White still 
has the edge. 
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(g) 7 c4 Nc6 8 Nxcé dxc6! 9 f4 e5 10 £5 BcSt 11 Khi h5 12 Nc3 Ng4 13 Qf3 Qds! 
14 Nd1 Qhé4 allows Black active play, Murey—Psakhis, Tel Aviv 1991. 


(h) 7...d6 8 c4 g69 Nc3 Bg7 10 Rdi 0-0 11 Nf3 Nc6 12 Bf4 e5 (12... Nd7 
13 Raci Nde5 14 b3 +) 13 Be3 Bg4 14 Bc2 (14 h3 Nd4) 14... Rab8 15 Bb3 Na5 
16 Rac1 +, Kurnosov—Kachur, Warsaw 2005. 


(i) 13 Qf3 Bb7 14 fxe5 Bxe5 15 Nxe5 Qxe5 16 Bf4 +, Grischuk—Miladinovic, 
Mainz (rapid) 2003. 


(j) 6... bxc6 has been considered suspect ever since Fischer—Petrosian, match 
1971, which went 7 0-0 d5 8 c4 Nf6 9 cxd5 cxd5 10 exd5 exd5 11 Nc3 Be7 12 
Qa4t Qd7 13 Re1! Qxa4 14 Nxa4 Be6 15 Be3 0-0 16 Bc5! Rfe8 17 Bxe7 Rxe7 
18 b4 Kf8 19 Nc5 Bc8 20 f3 and Fischer went on to win with his more active 
pieces. 


(k) 9... Be7 10 Bg5 Nf6 11 Qe2 h6 12 Bh4 Qe7 13 0-0-0! Be6 14 f4! Bxc4 15 Bxc4 
b5 16 Bb3 0-0 17 Bxf6 Qxf6 18 Rd7 +, Tseshkovsky—Miles, Bled/PortorozZ 
1979. 


(1) 13 Rd1 Qe7 14 b3 0-0 15 a4 +, Nygren—Miezis, Gausdal 2003. 


(m) 5... Qb6 6 Nf3 Nc6 7 0-0 Qc7 8 b3! Nge7 9 Bb2 Ng6 10 c4 Bcd 11 Nc3 +, 
Gufeld—Ehlvest, Las Vegas 1997. 


(n) More recently favored is 6 . . . Be7, e.g. 7 0-0 d6 8 c4 b6 9 Nc3 Bb7 10 f4 
Nd7 11 QezZ Ngf6 12 Bd2 0-0 13 Rae1 with just a smal] edge to White, Glek— 
Rublevsky, Istanbul 2003. 


(o) (A) 11 g4e5! 12 g5 Nh5 13 Nd5 Be6 with dark square play, Giaccio—Giardelli, 
Buenos Aires 1993. (B) The standard 11 0-0-0 0-0 12 f4 is also an edge for 
White, but 11... e5 is worth a try. The column is Browne—Ramirez, Arizona 
1990. 


(p) Black equalizes easily after 6 Bd3 Nc6 7 Nxc6 dxc6 8 0-0 e5 9 Nc3 Be6 10 h3 
Be7 11 Be3 Nd7, Levitan—Frias, New York 1993. 


(q) (A) 7 Qd3 d5 8 exd5 exd5 9 Be2 0-0 10 0-0 Nc6 11 Nxc6 bxc6 12 Bg5 Bxc3 
13 bxc3 Be6 =, Anand—Svidler, Melody Amber 2005. (B) 7 e5 Ne4 8 Qg4 Nxc3 
9 a3 Bfs! with at least equality. 


(r) The main alternative is 8 Bc2 Qc7 9 0-0 Nxd4 (or 9...0-0 10 Khi Nxd4 
11 Qxd4 Ng4 12 f4b5! 13 Qd1 Bxc3 14 bxc3 Qxe4 15 Rb1 o) 10 Qxd4 Ng4 11 5 
Nxe5 12 Ne4 d6 13 f4 Qxc4 14 Be3 Qxd4 15 Bxd4 d5 16 fxe5 dxe4 17 Bxe4 
0-0 18 Rac with compensation for the pawn, Hector-Paramos Dominguez, La 
Corufia 1995, 


(s) 12 Bd2 Qxd3 13 fxg7 Rg8 14 Bh6 Qc3t 15 Kf1 Qf6 is roughly equal, Poulsen— 
Farago, Svendborg 1981. 


(t) 13 0-0 Qxf6 14 Bb2 Qe7! 15 Bxg7 Rg8 +, Spaan—Nijboer, Amsterdam 2005. 
Better is 14 Ba3, but it’s still speculative compensation. 


(u) 7 Bd3 Nc6 8 Nf3 b6 9 0-0 Ng4 10 h3?! (10 g3 =) 10... h5 11 g3 Nged 12 Be3 
h4 =, Kamsky-L Gurevich, New York 1991. 


(v) 7... b6 8 0-0 Bb7 9 f3 Bd6?! (9... Nc6) 10 Kh1! Be7 (10... Bxh2 11 f4 Bg3 
12 Qd3) 11 Be3 +, Z. Almasi—Bezold, Hungary 1997. 
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(w) 8... Bxc3 9 bxc3 Nxe4 10 Bf3 Nc5 11 Nb3 0-0 12 Nxc5 Qxc5 13 Qb3 Qc7 
14 Ba3 with play for the pawn, Bologan—Paragua, Tripoli 2004, 


(x) 13 Qd2 dé 14 Rd1 Nd7 15 Nb3 Nc5 (Hector-Csom, Arhus 1991) 16 Qf4 Qe7 
17 Rbd2 +. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Paulsen Variation 


1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 eG 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 a6 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
Bo ONGC e csc cctnietin eaten esccielneieae ce devebe eta enieeets Nd2 .......4. g3 
QGZ. erties weenie ses owen cucemuiieaieeses bs d6(o) d5 
6 Bd3.......... BeZ.......005 g3 Bd3(l) Bd3 Nf£3(q) 
Nf6(a) b5(e) Bb4!(i) Bb7(m) Ni6 Ni6 
7 0-0 0-0 Ne2(j) 0-0 0-0 exd5 
d6(b) Bb7 Nf6 Ne7 Nbd7(p) —_—exd5(r) 
8 f4 Re1(f) Bg2 Rel c4 Bg2 
Nbd7 Nc6 Be7 Nbcé g6 Bc5 
9  Khi Nxc6 0-0 Nxc6 b3 0-0 
Be7 dxc6 0-0 Bxc6 Bg7 0-0 
10 = Qe2(c) eb ‘ Nf4 Bg5 Bb2 Nbd2 
0-0(d) Bb4(g) dé {6 b6 Nc6 
11 Bd2 Bd3 Nd3 Bh4 Qe2 Nb3 
g6 Ne7 Nc6 Ngé6 Bb7 Ba7 
12 Raelt Qg4 f4 Qhs Rae1 Nbd4 
c5(h) Nd7(k) Be7(n) 0-0 = Bg4(s) 


(a) The alternatives leave White an edge: (A) 6... Nc6 7 Nxc6 dxc6 8 0-0 Nfé 
9 f4 e5 10 Khi Bd6 11 f5 b5 12 a4 +, Nunn—Stellwagen, Amsterdam 2006. 
(B) 6... b5 7 0-0 Bb7 8 Qe2 Nc6 9 Nxc6 Qxc6 10 a4 b4 11 Nd5 Nf6 12 Bc4 +, 
Kupreichik—Sunye, Palma de Mallorca 1989. 


(b) 7... Bc5 8Nb3 Be7 (8... Ba7 9 Qf3 d6 10 Bh6!) 9 f4 dé 10 Qf3 Nbd7 11 Bd2 
b6 12 Qg3 g6 13 Rae1 +, Minasian—Lein, Las Vegas 1991. 


(c) 10 Qf3 b5 11 Bd2 Bb7 12 a3 0-0 13 Rael NcS 14 b4 Nxd3 15 cxd3 Rac8 with 
no problems for Black, Ljubojevié—Velikov, Groningen 1970. 


(d) 10... b5?! 11 Bd2 Bb7 12 b4! 0-0 13 a4 bxa4 14 Rxa4 Nb6 15 Rai +, Short- 
Seirawan, Holland 1983, The column is Jansa—Dankert, Hamburg 1993. 


(e) (A) 6 ...Nc6 transposes into the Taimanov Variation, and (B) 6... d6 trans- 
poses into the Scheveningen Variation. (C) 6... Nf6 7 0-0 Bb4 8 Qd3 Nc6 
9 Bgs +, 


(f) 8 Bf3 Nc6 9 a4 b4 10 Nxc6 Bxc6 11 Nb1 Nf6 12 Nd2 a5 is just equal, Paglietti~ 
Gheorghiu, Biel 1989. 


(g) Also 10.., Rd8 11 Bd3 c5 12 Qg4 Ne7 13 Bg5 Rd4 =, Efimenko-Svidler, ECU 
Cup 2006. 


(h) 13 Bg5 Bxc3 14 bxc3 h5 15 Qg3 c4 =, Polzin—Hellsten, Rethymnon 2003. 
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(i) Black players have often responded by transposing into the Taimanov Varia- 
tion via 6... Nc6 or 6... Nf6. The text move forces a concession. 


(j) 7 Bd2 Nf6 8 Bg2 Nc6 9 Nb3 Be7 10 £4 d6 11 0-0 b5 12 Qe2 Bb7 13 Rae1 0-0 =, 
Svidler—Shulman, St. Petersburg 1994. 


(k) 13 Be3 Re8 14 Khi1 Bfs 15 Bg1 b6 16 Qd2 Bb7 with a completely equal posi- 
tion, Boudre—Spraggett, Torcy 1991. 


(1) 6 g3 Bb7 7 Bg2 Nfé 8 a3 d6 9 0-0 Qc7 10 Re1 Be7 11 a4 b4 12 Na2 0-0 13 Bg5 
Nbd7 14 Qd2 a5 with chances for both sides, Topalov-Short, Dortmund 1997. 


(m) 6... Qb6 7 Be3 Bc5 8 Be2 Nc6 9 Nxc6é bxc6 (9 . . . Bxe3 10 fxe3 bxc6 
11 Qd4 +) 10 Bxc5 Qxcd 11 Qd3 Nf6 12 £4 e5 13 0-0-0 0-0 14 f5 +, Tim- 
man—Werle, Remco Heite 2006. 


(n) 13 a4 bxa4 14 Nxa4 0-0 15 Bg3 with a distinct White advantage, Stocek— 
Gipslis, 1995. 


(0) 5... Nf6 6e5 Nd5 7 Bc4 d6 8 exd6é Nf6 9 0-0 Bxd6 10 N2f3 =, Geller-Gipslis, 
Sousse Int. 1967. 


(p) 7... Be7 8 c4 0-0 9 b3 Nbd7 10 Bb2 Qc7 11 Rei b6 12 Qe2 Bb7 13 Bb1 with 
attacking chances, Kapengut—Grigorian, USSR Chp. 1971. The column is 
Needleman—Urday, Mar del Plata 1997, ry, 


(q) 6 Nc3?! dxe4 7 Nxe4 e5 8 Nb3 Qxd1t 9 Kxd1 Nc6 10 Bg2 Bg4t 11 f3 0-0-0t =, 
A. Ivanov—Zapata, Linares N.L. 1992. 


(rt) 7...Qxd5 8 Qxd5 Nxd5 9 Bgz2 is also all right for Black, but Lobron drifted 
into trouble against Anand in Munich 1994 after 9...Bc5?! (9... Be7) 
10 0-0 0-0 11 Nbd2 Nc6 12 Nc4 b5 13 Nce5 Nxe5 14 Nxe5 +. 


(s) 13 Be3 Ne5 14 c3 Re8 15 Nc2 Bb6 =, Sherzer—Bezold, Brno 1993. 


SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Four Knights’ Variation and Sicilian Counter Attack 
1 e4 cS 2 Nf3 e6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
Lyre Ncé (Four Knights’ Variation)....... Wiatowaaiaaate Bbé4 (Sicilian 
Counter Attack) 
CS (6 le) ee re NXc6 ......., g3(p) e5 
Bb4(a) bxc6 d5(q) NGB ......06. Ne4(w) 
7 A8 .cseh 28s Bf4(g) e5 exd5 Bd2}(t) Qg4 
Bxc3t Nxe4 Nd5 Nxd5 Nxc3 Qa5(x) 
8 Nxc3 Qf3 Ne4(k) Bg2 bxc3 Qxe4 
d5 d5 Qc7()) Ndb4(r) Be7(u) Bxc3t 
9 exd5(b) Nc7t £4 Nxc6 Qe4 bxc3 
exd5(c) Kfg Qb6 Qxdit 0-0 Qxc3t 
10 Bd3 0-0-0(h) c4(m) Kxd1 Bh6é Kdi 
0-0 Bxc3 Bb4t bxc6 g6 Qxal 
11 0-0 bxc3 Ke2 a3 ha! Nb5 
d4(d) e5(i) £5 Nd5 Qa5 d5 
12 Ne2(e) Nxd5 Nf2(n) Ne4 Qg3 Qb4! 
Qd5(f) Ng5(j) Ba6(o) Ba6(s) d6(v) Nc6(y) 


(a) 6...d6 7 Bf4 e5 8 Nd5!? (8 Bg5 transposes into the main lines of the Svesh- 
nikov Variation) 8... Nxd5 9 exd5 exf4 10 dxc6 bxc6 11 Qf3 d5 12 0-0-0 Be7 
13 Qc3 0-0 14 Qxc6 Be6 15 Nc7 Rc8 16 Nxe6 Rxc6 17 Nxd8 Rxd8 with an 
equal ending, Kuznetsov—Chelushkina, USSR 1991. 


(b) 9 Bd3 dxe4?! 10 Nxe4 Nxe4 11 Bxe4 Qxd1t 12 Kxd1 e5 13 Re1 leaves White 
slightly better in the ending, de Firmian—Illescas, Linares N.L. 1994. Black 
should play 9... Ne5! 10 Bb5t Bd7 11 Qd4 Nc6 =, Christiansen—Alburt, U.S. 
Chp. 1996. 


(c) 9... Nxd5 10 Bd2! Nxc3 11 Bxc3 Qxd1t 12 Rxd1 f6 13 f4 with the bishop 
pair in the endgame, Psakhis—Andersson, Manila Ol. 1992. 


(d) (A)11...h6 12 Bf4 d4 13 Nb5! Nd5 14 Bg3 (Timoshenko’s 14 Qf3 Be6 15 Rfe1 
Qd7 16 Be5 may be better) 14, .. Be6 15 Re1 Qd7 16 Nd6 +, J. Polgar—Stein, 
Dortmund 1991, (B) 11...Bg4 12 f8 Be6 13 Bg5 +, Janowski—Blackburne, 
Monaco 1901. 


(e) 12 Ne4 Bf5 13 Bg5 Bxe4 14 Bxe4 h6 15 Bh4 g5 16 Bxc6 bxc6 17 Bg3 Qd5 
18 Qd3 Ne4 19 Rfe1 Rfe8 20 Rad1 Rad8 =, Alonso—Lima, American Continen- 
tal Chp. 2005. 


(f) After 12...Qd5 13 Nf4 Qd6 14 Nh5 Nxh5 15 Qxh5 h6 16 Rfei =, 
Korneev—Alonso, Seville 2001. Black has tried other 12th moves: 
(A) 12...h6 13 b4 Bg4 14 Bb2 a6 15 f3 Be6 16 Kh1 +, Rytshagov—Liva, Esto- 


315 


nia 1996. (B) 12... Bg4 (perhaps best) 13 f3 Bh5 14 Bg5 Qd6 15 Qd2 =, 
Hermansson—Wirig, Saint Vincent 2005. 


(g) 7 Nd6t?! Ke7 8 Nxc8t Rxc8 = hands Black a lead in development. 


(h) 10 Nxa8 e5 11 0-0-0 Bxc3 12 bxc3 exf4 13 Bc4 (13 Qxf4 Qad) 13... Be6 
14 Qxf4 Qxa8—Black has two knights for the rook. 


(i) 11... g5 12 Qxe4 Qxe7 13 Bxc7 dxe4 14 h4 g4 15 Bb5 f6 is an equal ending, 
Rasik—Rogozenko, European Junior Chp. 1992. 


(j) 13 Bxg5 (13 Qe3?! exf4) 13...Qxg5t 14 Kb1 h5! 15 h4 Qg4 =, Martinez— 
Khenkin, Alcobenda 1994. 


(k) 8 Nxd5 cxd5 9 Bd3 Ba6! 10 0-0 (10 Bxa6 Qa5t) 10... Bxd3 11 Qxd3 Qc7 
12 Re1 Rc8 13 c3 g6 14 Be3 Bg7 =, Campora—lllescas, Buenos Aires 1993. 


(1) 8... Qa5t 9 Bd2 Qe7 10 f4 Qb6 11 Bd3 Be7 12 Qe2 with attacking prospects, 
Emms-—Sutovsky, Gausdal 1995. 


(m) 10 Bd3 Ba6 11 Bxa6 Qxa6 12 Qe2 Qxe2t 13 Kxe2 f5 14 Nf2 Rb8 15 c4 Nbé4 is 
an even endgame, De La Villa—Nunn, Leon 1997. us 


(n) 12 exf6 Nxf6 13 Be3 Qad 14 Nxf6t gxf6 15 Kf2 0-0 16 Bd3 Rf7 17 a3 Bc5 has 
been seen several times in grandmaster praxis. White is a tad more comfort- 
able, nothing more. 


(o) 13 Kf3 Ne7 14 Qa4! c5 15 h4 0-0 16 Be3 + (though still a tricky position), de 
Firmian—Shabalov, U.S. Chp. 2000. 


(p) 6 Bé2 Bb4 7 0-0 Bxc3 8 bxc3 Nxe4 9 Bd3 d5 10 Ba3 Nxd4 11 exd4 Qa5d 
12 Qci1 Bd7 =, 


(q) (A) 6... a6 7 Bg2 Qc7 transposes into the Taimanov Variation, 6 g3. (B) Sharp 
and risky is 6... Bb4 7 Bg2 d5 8 exd5 Nxd5 9 0-0! Bxc3 (9... Nxc3 10 Nxc6! 
bxc6 11 bxc3 Bxc3 12 Bxc6t Bd7 13 Qf3 +) 10 bxc3! Nxc3 11 Bxc6t bxc6 
12 Qf3 +, Mestel—Sveshnikov, Hastings 1977/78. 


(r) Black has a worse, but defensible ending after 8...Nxc3.9 bxc3 Nxd4 
10 Qxd4 Be7 11 Qxd8t Bxd8 12 0-0 £6 13 c4 Rb8, Movsesian—Chekhov, Ger- 
many 1996. 


(s) 13 Nd2 0-0-0 14 c4! Bxc4 15 Nxc4 Ne3t 16 Ke2 Nxc4 17 Bxc6 +, Kaidanov— 
Khenkin, New York 1994. 


(t) 7Qg4 0-0! 8 Bh6 g6 9 Bxf8 Qxf8 10 Qg3 Qc5 11 Ne2 Nc6 wins the e-pawn and 
gives Black almost equal chances. 


(u) 8... Bad 9 Qg4 0-0 10 Bd3 dé 11 Nf3 g6 12 h4 dxe5 13 h5 f5 14 Bxf5! exfs 
15 Qc4t Rf7 16 hxg6 hxg6 17 Ng5 Qc7 18 Qh4 wins, Wagman-Barle, Biel 
1981. - 


(v) 13 Nb5 Nd7 14 h5 Nxe5 15 f4 Bd7 16 fxe5 Bxb5 17 Bxb5 Qxb5 18 Bxf8 +, 
Czarnota—Sulkis, Warsaw 2005. 


(w) A tricky old line that still crops up from time to time is 6... Qa5?! 7 exf6é 
Bxc3t 8 bxc3 Qxc3t 9 Qd2! Qxai 10 fxg7 Rg8 11 c3 and Black is in trouble, 
e.g. 11... Qb1 12 Bd3 Qb6 13 Qh6 Qc5 14 0-0 Qed 15 Nb5! Na6 16 Bg5 Qxg7 
17 Nd6t Kf8 18 Qh5 Resigns, Kriviashvili—Paksashvili, Decin 1996. 
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(x) 7... Nxc3 8 Qxg7! Rf8 9 a3 Nb5t 10 axb4 Nxd4 11 Bg5 Qb6 12 Bh6 Qxb4t 
13 c3 Nf5 14 cxb4 Nxg7 15 Bxg7 +, Szabo—Mikenas, Kemeri 1939, 


(y) Or 12... Qxe5 13 £4 Nc6 14 fxe5 Nxb4 15 Nc7t +. After 12... Nc6 13 Nc7t 
Kd8 14 Qd6t Bd7 15 Nxa8 Qxe5 16 Ba3 Qd4t 17 Kel Qait 18 Kd2 Qd4t 
19 Bd3 Qxf2t 20 Kd1 Qxg2 21 Qc7t Ke8 22 Rf1 e5 23 Qxb7 f6 (Berg~Johnsen, 
Gausdal 1993), White wins with 24 Nc7t Kf7 25 Ne6!. 


SICILIAN DEFENSE, 
CLASSICAL VARIATION 


1 e4 c5 2 Nf Nc6G 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 d6 


ae 


%y y, maysrernerly KEY 


ole 
a geet a. 


wae 
Y 


WS, 


HIS ORDER OF MOvES has been dubbed the “Classical Variation” for 
Black’s straighforward development and for want of a better name. 
There are three serious responses for White. 

6 Bg5 is the Richter-Rauzer Attack (columns 1-21), see above dia- 
gram. White sets up an indirect pin on the f6 knight and prepares the ag- 
gressive plan Qd2 and 0-0-0. Black can continue with straightforward 
natural moves, 6... e6 7 Qd2 Be7 8 0-0-0 0-0 (columns 1—6) when White 
has the choice of 9 £4 (columns 1—3) or 9 Nb3 (columns 4-6), which both 
present Black with some trouble. 

Black can change tune and play less natural moves with 7... a6 
8 0-0-0 Bd7 (columns 7-12), which seems to allow more counterplay. The 
continuation 9 f4 b5 10 Bxf6 gxf6 is critical, but Black should be all right. 

With 7... a6 8 0-0-0 h6 Black puts the question to the bishop. Black 
is usually obtaining good chances, although White may gain some edge 
with 9 Be3 Be7 10 f4 (column 13). 

Alternatives to the usual lines after 6 Bg5 are seen in columns 19-21. 
Of these, Larsen’s old move 6 .. . Bd7 is the most significant. 

6 Be2 e5! is the Boleslavsky Variation (columns 22-23). It is covered 
in only two columns because Black obtains almost immediate equality 
and there have been no improvements on White’s side for decades. 6 [3 
(column 24) is a more recent idea, though not particularly dangerous. 


6 Bc4 (columns 25-36) is at least as aggressive as 6 Bg5. After6... 
e6 7 Be3 (columns 25-30) White plays the Velimirovié Attack with the 
plan of castling queenside and hunting the Black king. Sacrifices and 
combinations are routine in this ultra-sharp opening. Theoretically Black 
is all right, but many players are uncomfortable defending against the 
White onslaught. 

The Sozin Variation is 6 Bc4 with the plan of castling kingside 
(columns 31-34). This was a Fischer favorite in the 1960s, but it is not 
considered fearsome today. Black can sidestep the main lines with 
6... Qb6 (columns 35-36) and also obtain reasonable chances. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 
Richter-Rauzer Attack. 


1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 
5 Nc3 d6 6 Bg5 e6 7 Qd2 Be7 8 0-0-0 0-0(a) 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
OQ © fae vedissoiiedl coumtiviedieti ua ites Nb3(m) 
NXO4 siscsaaceaiscsaseees sen h6(i) Qh6 ......... OD sc eivisesaea a6 
10 Qxd4 Bh4(j) £3 a4(r) Bxf6 
Qad e5 Rd&8(n) d5 gxfé 
11 Bc4(b) Nf5 Be3(o) Bb5 Qh6(u) 
Bd7 Bxf5 Qc7 Nb4(s) Kh 
12 OD ccsatiieed. Bb3(f) exf5 Qf2 e5(t) Qh5 
dxe5 Bc6é exf4 d5(p) Nd7 Qes “ 
13 fxe5 h4(g) Kb1 exd5 Bxe7 f4 
Bc6 hé d5 Nxd5 Qxe7 Rg8 
14 Bd2(c) Kb1 Bxf6(k) Nxd5 £4 Bd3 
Nd7(d) Qc5 Bxf6 Rxd5 b6 Rg7 
15 Nd5 Qd3 Nxd5 Rxd5 h4 ge 
Qds bs Be5 exd5 Nc5 bs 
16 Nxe7t Bxf6 Bc4 Bb5 Nd4 = h4 


Qxe7(e) Bxf6(h) b5(1) Ne5(q) b4(v) 


(a) Column 1 is sometimes reached by the order of moves 8...Nxd49 Qxd4 0-0 
10 £4. White would have the opportunity to play 10 e5 dxe5 11 Qxe5 Qe8 
12 h4 Bd7 13 Rh3 Bc6 14 Rg3 Qb8 15 Qe3, Tal-Timman, Brussels 1988, which 
requires careful defense from Black. 


(b) Black has an easier time with other moves. (A) 11 Kb1 h6 12 h4 (12 Bh4 e5! =) 
12... Rd8 13 Qe3 Bd7 14 Bd3 Bc6 =, Acs—Wells, Calvia Ol. 2004. (B) 11 e5 
dxe5 12 Qxe5 (12 fxe5?! Rd8 +) 12...Qxe5 13 fxe5 Nd5 14 Bxe7 Nxe7 
15 Bd3 b6 16 Be4 Rb8 17 Rhe1 Ng6 18 Bxg6 fxg6 19 Nb5 Bb7 20 g3 a6 21 Nd6é 
Bd5 =, Short-Kramnik, Riga 1995. 


(c) 14 Bxf6 gxfé 15 Bd5 f5! 16 Bxcé bxc6 17 g4 Bg5t 18 Kb1 Rad8 =, J. Polgar- 
Kramnik, Linares 1994. : 


(d) 14... Bce5 15 Qh4 Nd7 16 Nd5 Qa4 17 Nf6t Nxf6 18 pxf6 Rfd8 19 Qe5 Bfs 
20 fxg6 +, Bologan~Kotronias, Turin Ol. 2006. 


(e) 17 Rhe1 Rfd8 18 Qg4 Nfs 19 Bd3; now in many games Black has sacrificed the 
exchange 19... Rxd3 20 cxd3 Qd7 21 Bb4 Qd5, but White can retain a small 
edge after 22 Bxf8 Rxf8 23 Kb1, Tiviakov—Atalik, Beijing 1997. Black can also 
try 19... Rd5 20 Bb4 Qd8 21 h4 Ng6 22 Bxg6 hxg6, Yemelin—Kharlov, Rus- 
sian Chp, 1996, intending to meet 23 h5 with 23... g5 24 Bd2 Rd4. 
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(f} White has tried several moves in this position. (A) 12 Rhe1 Bc6 13 f5 bs 
14 Bb3 b4 15 e5 (A. Ivanov—Khan, Chicago 1997) 15 .. . bxc3! +, since 16 exf6 
Qxf5 defends. (B) 12 Rd3 Rad8 13 e5 (13 Rg3 Kh8) 13... dxe5 14 Qxe5 Qb4 
15 Rg3 Kh8 16 Bd3 Bc6 17 Rh3 Rfe8! =, Anand—Kramnik, Las Palmas 1996, 
because 18 Bxf6?! Bxf6 19 Rxh7t Kg8 hands the initiative over to Black. 
(C) 12 Kb1 Bc6 13 Rhf1 h6 14 Bh4 Qhd! =, Tal—Larsen 1969. Transferring the 
queen to the kingside is an important defensive resource. 


(g) Black is fine after 13 Qd3 b5! 14 Kb1 h6 15 Bxf6 Bxf6, J. Polgar—Salov, Dos 
Hermanas 1997, since 16 Qxd6 Qbé6 and 17 . . . Rfd8 generates active play. 


(h) 17 Qxd6 Qxd6 18 Rxd6 Rfc8 19 f5 + (but not 19 e5 Be7 20 Rd2 b4 21 Na4 
Rd8 ¥). Instead of the column continuation, Topalov-Kramnik, Novgorod 
1995, saw 16 a3?! a5 17 f5 b4 =. 


(i) The immediate 9...e5 10 Nf5 Bxf5 11 exf5 is not so good because... exf4 
can always be answered with Bxf4. Also suspect is 9...d5 10 e5 Nd7 
11 Bxe7, trading off Black’s good bishop. 


(j) Grabbing the d-pawn allows Black thematic play on the dark squares— 
10 Bxf6 Bxf6 11 Nxc6 bxc6 12 Qxd6 Qb6 13 Qd3 Rb8 14 b3 Rd8 15 Qf3 Rd4 
16 Rxd4 (16 e5? Rxf4) 16 ... Bxd4 =, Relange—D. Gurevich, Capelle la Grande 
1994. 


(k) 14 Qxf4 d4 15 Bxf6 Bxf6 16 Ne4 Be5 17 Qf3 Rc8 18 Bc4 b5! generates coun- 
terplay, Matulovié—Ivanovié, Belgrade 1985. 


(1) 17 Bb3 (17 Bxb5 Rb8 18 c4 Nd4 19 Rhe1 f6 =) 17...a5 18 a3 a4 19 Ba2 b4 
20 Nxb4 Qf6 21 Nd5 Qxf5 22 Qd3 Qg5 23 Qe4 Rab8 24 c3 +, Sabel—Lensky, 
corr, 1992. 


(m) (A) As usual, going after the d-pawn allows Black good play—9 Ndb5 Qa5 
10 Bxf6 (10 Nxd6? Rd8) 10... Bxf6:11 Nxd6 Rd8 12 f4 e5! = Korchnoi— 
Boleslavsky, USSR Chp. 1952. (B) 9 £3 a6 10 g4 d5 11 exd5 Nxd5 12 Bxe7 
Nexe7 =, Rasik—Epishin, Gzech Republic 1994. 


(n) 10...a6 11 h4 Rd8 12 h5 Qc7 13 h6! g6 14 Qf4 Ne8 15 Bxe7 leaves Black 
somewhat loose on the kingside, Korneev—Babula, Bundesliga 2007. 


(o) 11 Nb5 Rd7 12 Qe1 a6 13 Be3 Qds 14 N5d4 Nxd4 15 Nxd4 Rc7 16 g4 b5 17 g5 
Nd7 =, Shirov—Romero Holmes, Spanish League 2006. 


(p) 12...Nd7 13 Nb5 Qb8 14 g4 a6 15 N5d4 = was first played in Fischer— 
Benko, U.S, Chp. 1959/60. 


(q) 17 Bxa7 (17 Rd1 Nc4=) 17... Nc4 18 Bc5 Rxa2 =, van der Wiel—Salov, Wijk 
aan Zee 1992, : 


(r) 10 a3 a4 11 Nd4 d5 12 exd5 Nxd5 13 Bxe7 Ncxe7 14 Bc4 Nb6 15 Ba2 Bd7 =, 
van der Wiel—Sosonko, Wijk aan Zee 1982, 


(s) Capturing on e4 allows White a strong endgame initiative. Tal—Korchnoi, 
Montpellier Candidates Tournament 1985, went 11... dxe4 12 Qxd8 Bxd8 
13 Rhe1 Na7 14 Bc4 h6 15 Bxf6 gxf6 16 Nxe4 £5 17 Nd6 Bc7 18 g3 b6 19 Nxf5! 
exf5 20 Bd5 Be6 21 Bxa8 Rxa8 22 Nd4 Bd5 23 Re7 Rc8 24 Nb5d! Resigns 
(24... Nxb5 25 Rxd5). 
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(t) 12 Rhe1 Bd7 13 e5 Ne8 14 h4! Nc7 15 Nd4 also is an edge for White, 
Z. Wang—Gurevich, Belgrade 1988. Play would be similar to this game if Black 
responds 12 ...Ne8 after 12 e5. The column is Fedorowicz—Winants, Wijk 
aan Zee 1988. 


(u) (A) 11 £4 Kh8 12 £5 b5 13 Kb1 Rg8 14 Ne2 exf5 15 exf5 Ne5 16 Nbd4 Bb7 =, 
Klovans—Smirin, Geneva 1992. (B) 11 h4 Kh8 12 g4 b5 13 g5 b4 14 Na4 Rg8 
15 f4 puts Black under pressure, Short—Karpov, match 1992. 


(v) 17 Ne2 e5 18 f5 a5 19 Kb1 a4 20 Nd2 with a clear plus to White despite the 
strange placement of his queen, Adams—Frias, London 1990. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 
Richter-Rauzer Attack 


1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 Nec6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nfé 
5 Nc3 d6 6 Bg5 e6 7 Qd2 a6 8 0-0-0 Bd7 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
) £4 ote dah Seale no rhe dues wales tied asedata he doia oeeued eevee 13 seicavinsats Be2 
BO? css .isces Db set enseissadvescoadaans oeee h6(o) Be7 b5(w) 
10 Nf3(a) Bxf6(h) Bh4(p) h4 Nxc6 
bs gxf6(i) g5(q) b5(t) Bxc6 
11 Bxf6(b) Kb4i.éccsieck f5(1) fxg5 Kbi(u) Qe3 
gxf6(c) Qb6 Nxd4(m) Ng4 0-0 Be7! 
12 Kbi(d) Nce2(j) Qxd4 Be2(r) g4 e5 
Qb6 Rc8 Bhét Nge5 Ne5 Nd5 
13 £5(e) g3 Kbi Nf3 Bxf6 Nxd5 
0-0-0(f) b4 Bf4 Be7 Bxf6 Bxg5 
14 = g3 Bg2 fxe6 Rhg1 g5 Nc7t 
Kbs a5 fxe6 b5 Be7 Qxc7 
15 fxe6 Rhe1 Ne2 Rdfi f4 Qxg5 
fxe6 a4 Be5 b4 Nc4 dxe5 
16 Bh3 Nxc6 Qd2 Ndi Bxc4 Qxg7 


Bc8(g) Qxc6(k) Qb6(n) hxg5(s) bxc4(v) Rf8{x) 


(a) 10 Nb3 is also logical—10 . . . b5 11 Bxf6 gxf6 12 Kb1 b4 13 Ne2 h5! 14 Ned4 
Qb6 15 f5 Nxd4 16 Nxd4 e5 17 Nf3 Rc8 with chances for both sides, Ivanovié— 
Popovié, match 1995. 


(b) 11 e5 b4! 12 exf6 bxc3 13 Qxc3 gxf6 14 f5 d5 15 fxe6 fxe6 16 Bh4 Nb4 and 
Black has good counterplay, I. Gurevich-Hennigan, Hastings 1993/94. 


(c) 11... Bxf6?! 12 Qxd6 Be7 13 Qd3 b4 14 Na4 Ra7 15 Qe3 Qad 16 b3 Rb7 
17 Nd2 Na7 18 Nc4 Qc7 19 Rxd7 Qxd7 20 Nc5 regains the initiative, Psakhis— 
Geller, Moscow 1986. 


(d) (A) 12 Bd3 Qa5 13 Kb1 b4 14 Ne2 Qc5 15 f5 a5 16 Nf4 a4 with counterplay, 
Fischer—Spassky, World Chp. 1972. (B) 12 £5 Qb6 13 g3 b4 14 fxe6 fxe6 15 Ne2 
Qf2 16 Ned4 Qxd2t =, Erenburg—Avrukh, Israeli Chp. 2004. 


(e) 13 Bd3 0-0-0 14 Rhfi1 Kb8 15 Qei Qc5 16 Nd2 Nd4 17 Ne2 Bc6 =, Anand- 
Timman, Amsterdam 1992. 


(f) Black kept his king in the center and suffered an attack in van der Wiel- 
Langeweg, Holland 1993—13 ... b4 14 fxe6! fxe6 15 Ne2 a5 16 Nf4 Qc5 17 g3 
a4 18 Bh3 Kf7 19 Rhft a3 20 Nxe6! Bxe6 21 Bxe6t Kxe6 22 Qd5t Qxd5 23 exd5t 
Kd7 24 dxc6t +. 
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(g) 17 Qe1 Rhe8 18 Ne2 Ne5 19 Rf1 Nc4 20 Nf4 Bfs 21 Qf2 +, Bruzon—Molander, 
Santa Domingo 2003. 


(h) 10 Nxc6 Bxc6 11 Bd3 Be7 12 e5 dxe5 13 fxe5 Nd5 (13...Nd7 is sharper) 
14 Bxe7 Qxe7 15 Ne4 0-0 16 Rhf1 f5 17 exf6 Nxf6 with only a faint White ad- 
vantage, J. Polgar—Dreev, Linares 1997. 


(i) 10... Qxf67! 11 e5 dxe5 12 Ndxb5 Qd8 13 Nd6+ Bxd6 14 Qxd6 exf4 15 Bxa6! 
Rxa6 16 Nb5 Ra7 17 Nxa7 Nxa7 18 Qd4 Nc6 19 Qxg7 Rfs 20 Rd2 +, Balashov— 
Shebakov, Chelyabinsk 1990. 


(j) 12 Nxc6 Bxc6 13 Bd3 b4 14 Ne2 h5 15 Rhf1 a5 16 c3 Rb8 17 Nd4 Bd7 18 Bc4 
Rc8 19 Qd3 bxc3 20 b3 a4 =, Waitzkin—Mednis, Reno 1996. 


(k) 17 Nd4Qc5 18 Re3 Bg7 19 c3 Rb8 =, Marjanovic—Atalik, Greek League 2003. 


(1) 11 Nxc6 Bxc6 12 Qe1 b4 13 Nd5 a5 14 Bd3 (14 Rd4 f5! 15 Rc4?l—15 exf5 
Bg7 = —15...Bxd5 16 exd5 Qf6 17 dxe6 fxe6 18 Rc7 Kd8 19 Rc6 
Bg7 +, Ulfarsson—Waitzkin, Cadet Chp. 1994) 14... Bg7 15 f5 (15 g4 h5 =) 
15... Bxd5 16 exd5 e5 17 Bb5t Ke7 18 Bc6 Rbé =as the Black king is safe.6n 
e7, Short—Damljanovié, Manila Int. 1990. 


(m) 11... Qb6 12 fxe6 fxe6 13 Nxc6 Bxc6 14 Kb1 0-0-0 15 Bd3 Kb8 16 Rhf1 Be7 
(Akopian—Ivanchuk, Amplico Rapid 2003) 17 Qhé +. 


(n) 17 Ngi!? Bc6 18 Bd3 0-0 19 Nf3 +, Okkes—Nijboer, Dutch League 2006. 


(0) 9... Qc7 10 Bxf6 pgxf6 11 Kb1 h5 12 Qe1 0-0-0 13 Nxc6 Bxc6 14 Bd3 h4 15 Rf1 
Kbs 16 £5 +, Fedorowicz—Shamkovich, New York 1994. 


(p) 10 Bxf6 Qxf6 11 Nf3 Qd8 12 Bc4 Be7 13 Bb3 Qc7 14 £5 0-0-0 15 Kb1 Kb8 =, 
Yemelin—Aseev, Russian Chp. 1996. 


(q) 10... Nxe4 11 Qe! Nf6 12 Nf5 Qa5 13 Nxd6t Bxd6 14 Rxd6 0-0-0 15 Rd1 
Qc7 16 Qe3 Ne7 17 Bd3 Bc6 18 Kb1 +, Lutz—Landenbergue, Biel 1996. 


(r) 12 Nxc6 Bxc6 13 Be2 Ne5 14 g3 Ng6 15 Rhf1 Be7 16 gxh6 Nxh4 17 gxh4 Bf8 
18 Qd4 Rxh6 =, Savicevic-Nevedichy, Herceg Novi 2000. 


(s) 17 Bxg5 Bxg5 18 Nxg5 Qa5d 19 Kb1 b3! 20 Qxa5 bxc2t =, Spoelman—Nijboer, 
Vlissingen 2006. 


(t) 10... Qc7 11 Kb1 0-0?! 12 h5 Rfd8 13 g4 d5 14 e5! Nxe5 15 h6 with a strong 
attack, Ehlvest-Timoshenko, New York 1994. The game concluded 15 .. . Nc4 
16 Bxc4 bxc4 17 hxg7 Bc6 18 Qel Kxg7 19 Qh4 Ng8 20 Nxe6t! fxe6 21 Qxh7t 
Resigns. 


(u) 11 Nxc6 Bxc6 12 Kb1 Rc8 13 Ne2 0-0 14 Nd4 Bb7 15 g4 Qc7 16 Bh3 (Tolnai— 
A. Grosar, Ljubljana 1993) 16... Rfe8 =. 


(v) 17 £5 Re8 18 Rhf1 Rb8 with both sides attacking in this balanced position, 
Abreu—Rodriguez, Cuba 1988. 


(w) 9...h6 10 Bh4 b5?! 11 Nxc6 Bxc6 12 Qe3 Qa5 13 Nd5! +, Fedorowicz— 
Zaltsman, Reykjavik 1986. Black can improve with 10 . .. Rc8 (now threatening 
11...Nxe4) 11 Bg3 Nxd4 12 Qxd4 e5 13 Qd3 Qa5d ~, Chiburdanidze— 
Arbakov, Moscow 1981. 


(x) 17 Qxh7 Bxg2 18 Rhg1 Bd5 19 Rg7 e4 =, Vladimirov-Granda Zuniga, Gausdal 
1986. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Richter-Rauzer 


1e4 c5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 
5 Nc3 d6 6 Bg5 e6 7 Qd2 a6 8 0-0-0 h6 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
9 BOS iv scuavacch cua daewwere vacated deere atannet cade eean Bf4(t) 
B67 (A) see ccndc scan evnoddaaacentutesesaatea Bd7 Bd7 
10 14 eit aera cedamene £3 f4(p) Nxc6(u) 
Nxd4(b) Nxd4 Be7(q) Bxc6 
11 Bxd4(c) Bxd4(1) Bd3(r) OBL 2A8 f3 
b5 b5(m) b5 Be7(v) d5(y) 
12 Qe wiiteaiiis Bd3(g) h4(n) h3 h4(w) Qel 
Qc7(d) b4(h) Qa5 Nxd4 'Qc7 Bb4 
13 e5 Na4(i) Qf2 Bxd4 e5(x) a3 
dxe5 Rbs Rbs b4 d5 Ba5 
14 fxe5(e) e5 Kb1 Ne2 Rh3 b4(z) 
Nd7 dxe5 b4 e5 Nd7 Bb6 
15 Ne4 Bxe5 Ne2 Be3 Kb1 exd5 
Bb7 Bd7! e5 Qa5d Nc5 Bxd5 
16 Nd6t £5(j) Ba7 Kb1 h5 Be5(aa) 
Qxdé(f) Bxa4(k) Rb7(o) 0-0(s) 0-0-0 = 0-0(bb) 


(a) 9...Nxd4 10 Bxd4 has little independent significance as Black should play 
10... Be7 anyway, since 10... b5?! 11 f4 Bb7 12 Qe3 Qc7 13 Bb6 Qc8 14 e5 
is very good for White, Nunn—Fedorowicz, Wijk aan Zee 1991. 


(b) 10... Bd7 11 Nf3 favors White. 


(c) 11 Qxd4 b5 12 Be2Z Bb7 13 g4 RcB 14 g5 hxg5 15 fxg5 Rh3! +=, Smirin— 
Greenfeld, Israel (blitz) 1995. 


(d) Black should investigate the alternative 12... Bb7 13 Bxf6 gxf6 (13... Bxf6 
14 e5 +) 14 Bd3 Qad 15 Kb1 Qc5 16 Nd4 d5 17 Qe2 +, Arakhamia—Kosteniuk, 
European Women’s Chp. 2001. 


(e) 14 Bxe5 Ng4! 15 Qf3 Nxe5 16 Qxa8 Nd7 provided Black fine compensation for 
the exchange in Ivanchuk—Kramnik, Dos Hermanas 1996. 


(f) 17 exd6 Bg5 18 Qxg5 hxg5 19 Bxg7 Rh4 20 Bc3 Rc8 21 h3 +, Nijboer—Werle, 
Groningen 2003. 


(g) 12 Kb1 b4 (12... Bb7 13 Bd3 0-0 14 e5 dxe5 15 fxe5 Nd7 16 Ne4 Bxe4 
17 Bxe4 Rb8 18 c3 +, Kasparov—Kramnik, Novgorod 1997) 13 Na4 Nxe4 14 Qxb4 
d5 15 Qel 0-0 16 Bd3 f5 -, Palac—~Khalifman, Vienna 1996. 
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(h) The older 12... Bb7 transposes into Kasparov—Kramnik in note (g) above 
after 13 Kb1. 


(i) 13 Ne2 Qa5 14 Kb1 e5 15 Be3 0-0 16 Ng3 Rd8 17 f5 d5 18 Qf2 Rb8 =, Dvoirys— 
Svidler, Russian Chp. 1997. 


(j) 16 Bxb8 Qxb8 17 b3 Bxa4 18 bxa4 0-0 is fine compensation for the exchange, 
J. Polgar—-Kramnik, Moscow 1996. 


(k) 17 fxe6 Rc8 (17... 0-Of! 18 exf7t and 19 Bxb8) 18 exf7t+ Kxf7 19 Qf4 Qb6 
20 Bc4t Kf8 21 Rhe1 g5 22 Qf1 Kg7 with roughly equal chances, Z. Wang—Atalik, 
Beijing 1996. 


(1) Insipid is 11 Qxd4 b5 12 e5 dxe5 13 Qxe5 Bd7 14 Ne4 Nxe4 15 Qxe4 Rc8 =. 


(m) 11...e5 12 Be3 Be6 has proved a solid alternative, e.g. 13 g4 Rc8 14 Nd5 
Bxd5 =, Manik—Zawadzki, Czech League 2004. 


(n) 12 Kb1 Rb8 13 Qe3 (13 Bxf6 Bxf6 14 Qxd6 Qxd6 15 Rxd6 Ke7 16 Rd1 Bxc3,5) 
13... b4 14 Na4 Qc7 15 b3 0-0 16 Bd3 e5 17 Bb2 Bd7 =, Kasparov—Kramnik, 
Moscow 1996. 


(0) 17 Nc1 Be6 18 Be3 d5 19 Nb3 Qa4 20 Bcd 0-0 21 g4 d4 =, Ivanchuk-Salov, 
Tilburg 1996. 


(p) 10 £3 also makes problems for Black—10...Qc7 11 g4 Ne5 12 h4 b5 13 a3 
Rbs 14 Kb1 g6 15 Rh2 +, McDonald-Csom, Budapest 1995. 


(q) 10... b5 11 Bd3 Qc7 12 Kb1 Nad 13 Qe Nc4 14 Bc b4 15 NceZ Rb8 16 h3 g6 
17 g4 +, Ernst—Roetteler, Bad Wildbad 2002. 


(rt) 11 Be2 b5 12 Bf3 Rc8 13 Kb1 b4 14 Nce2 Qc7 15 g4 e5 16 Nf5 Bxf5 17 exf5 e4 
18 Bg2 Nad 19 Bd4 Nc4 20 Qc1 Nxg4 21 Bxe4 Bf6 with the initiative in Black’s 
hands, Wolff—Korchnoi, New York 1996. 


(s) 17 g4 Rfd8 (17...exf4 18 Bxf4 Be6 19 b3 d5 20 e5 Ne4 21 Bxe4 dxe4 
‘22, Nd4 +) 18 c4! bxc3 19 Nxc3 Bc6 20 g5 with attacking chances, Olivier— 
Delchev, Chambery 1996. 


(t) (A) 9 Bxf6?! Qxf6 10 Nxc6 bxc6 11 f4 Qd8! =. (B) A good coffee house varia- 
tion is 9 Bh4 Nxe4 10 Qf4 g5 (10... Ng5 11 Nxc6 bxc6 12 Qa4 Qb6 13 Bd3 
Rb8 14 £4 Nh7 ~, Z. Almasi—Cao, Budapest 1997) 11 Qxe4 gxh4 12 Nxc6 bxc6 
13 Qxc6t Bd7 14 Qe4 Rb8 =, Krogius—Polugaevsky, Tbilisi 1956. 


(u) Pressuring the d-pawn is useless—10 Nb3 Ne5 11 Bg3 Nh5 =, or 10 Nf3 b5! 
11 a3 e5 with an active game. 


(v) 11... Qa5 12 3 0-0-0 (12... Rd8 13 h4 b5 14 Kb1 +, Nunn-van der Wiel, 
Wijk aan Zee 1983) 13 Bc4 Nd7 14 a3 Qc7 15 Ba2 Be7 16 Kb1 +, Waitzkin— 
Csom, Budapest 1997. 


(w) 12 e5 Nh5 13 Be3 Qc7 14 Be2Z g6 15 Bxh5 gxh5 16 Bf4 0-0-0 and Black's activ- 
ity compensates for the bad pawn structure, Adams—Timman, Amsterdam 
1994, 


(x) 13 £3b5 14 Bd3 Nd7 15 Qg3 g6 16 Kbi b4 17 Ne2 e5 18 Be3 Nf6 =, Sadvakasov— 
Atalik, Internet 2002. The column is Kotronias—Shirov, Greece 1993. 
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(y) White keeps control if Black doesn’t break in the center—11...Qb6 12 Bc4 
0-0-0 13 Be3 Qc7 14 Qf2 Nd7 15 a3 +, A. Ivanov—Fedorowicz, New York 1989. 


(z) (A) 14 Bd2 Qe7 15 e5 Nd7 16 Kb1 Bb6 17 f4 h5! 18 Ne2 g6 is a level pame, 
Topalov—Salov, Madrid 1993. (B) Black has good compensation for the queen 
after 14 exd5 Nxd5 15 b4 Nxf4! 16 Rxd8 Bxd8 =. 


(aa) 16 Nxd5 Nxd5 17 Qg3 0-0 18 c4 Rc8 19 Kb2 Bc7! 20 Bxc7 Rxc7 21 Qed Qf6 =, 
Hiibner—Salov, Skellefted 1989. 


(bb) 17 Qh4 Be3t 18 Kb2 Bg5 19 Qd4 Bc6 20 a4 (20 f4 Qxd4 21 Rxd4 Bh4) 
20... Qxd4 21 Bxd4 Rfc8 22 Kb3 Nd7 =, Navara—Bu Xiangzhi, Athens 2001. 


SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Minor Richter-Rauzer, Boleslavsky Variation, 
Rare Sixth Moves 


1 e4.c5 2 Nf Nc6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 d6 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
6 Bpb titesscecsevereiens scar calea Sea vlouanaes Be2 .... Boleslavsky  f3(s) 
OB wiieeidiaess Bd7.....0000. Qb6(i) e5! Variation e5(t) 
7 Qd3(a) Qd2(d) Nb3 Nb .......55 Nf3 Nb3(u) 
Be7(b) Rc8&(e) e6 Be7 hé(o) Be7 
8 0-0-0 0-0-0 Bd3(j) 0-0(1) 0-0 Bes 
0-0 Nxd4 Be7 0-0 Be7 Be6 
9 Nb3 Qxd4 0-0 Be3(m) Rel Nd5 
d5! Qa5s a6 Be6 0-0 Bxd5 
10 Bxf6 fa(f) Khi Bf3(n) h3(p) exd5 
Bxf6 hé(g) Qc7 a5 Be6(q) Nb4 
11 exd5 Bxf6 £4 Nd5 Bfi c4 
Nb4. gxf6 Bd7 Bxd5 Nbé! a5 
12 Qb5 Be2 Qe2 exd5 a4 Qd2 
Bxc3(c) Qc5(h) h6(k) Nb4 = Nbd7{(r) b6(v) 


(a) Other alternatives to 7 Qd2 are: (A) 7 Bb5 Bd7 8 Bxc6 bxc6 9 Qf3 h6 10 Bh4 
Qb6 11 0-0-0 Be7 12 Nb3 Qc7 =, Rensch-Shabalov, North American Open 
2003; or (B) 7 Be2 Be7 8 0-0 0-0 9 Qd3 (Bronstein—Keres, Budapest 1951) 
9...h6=or9...Nxd4 10 Qxd4 Nxe4! 11 Nxe4 Bxgs =. 


(b) Also 7.,..a6 8 0-0-0 Bd7 9f4 h6 10 Bh4 g5 11 fxg5 Ng4 12 Nxc6 Bxc6 13 Kb1 
hxg5 =, Tolnai—Atalik, Budapest 1992. 


(c) 12 bxc3 Nxd5 13 ¢4 Bd7 14 Qxb7 Qg5t 15 Rd2 Nf6é =, Yudasin—Khalifman, 
USSR Chp. 1990. 


(d) Black’s defense with 6... Bd7 is Larsen’s plan. (A) 7 Be2 e6 8 Qd2 a6 9 0-0-0 
transposes into column 12. (B) 7 Bxf6 gxf6 =. 


(e) 7... Nxd4 8 Qxd4 Qa5d 9 Bd2 Qc7 10 Bc4 e6 11 Bb3 +, R. Byrne—Benko, USA 
1970. , 


(f) 10 Bd2 a6 11 Kb1 QcS 12 Qxc5 Rxc5 13 £3 Rc8 =, Xie Jun—Dreev, Sanjin Cup 
2004. 


(g) (A) 10... e6 11 65 dxe§ 12 fxe5 Bc6 13 Nb5 Bxb5 14 exf6 Bc6 (14... Ba4 
15 Bd! Rxc2t 16 Kb1 +) 15 h4 g6 16 Be4 BcS 17 Qe4 h5 18 Qe2 +, Varga~ 
Rabatsch, Austria 1995. (B) The exchange sacrifice is almost sound— 
10... Rxc3 11 bxc3 e5 12 Qb4 Qxb4 13 cxb4 Nxe4 14 Bh4 g5 15 fxgh Be7 
16 Bc4 +, Schlosser~Lendwai, Austrian Chp. 1992, 
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(h) 13 Qd2 Bg7 14 Kb1?! f5 15 e5 0-0 hands Black the initiative, Svidler—Aseev, 
St Petersburg 1997, White does better with 12 f5 h5 13 Kb1 Qc5 14 Qd3 h4 
15 Be2 where he may hold a small edge, Dolmatov—Dorfman, USSR Chp. 1980. 


(i) 6...a6 is a position that usually arises from the Najdorf Variation (6 Bg5 
Nc6), so the position is covered in that section if White chooses 7 f4 instead of 
7 Qd2 e6, reentering the main lines. 


(j) 8 Bxf6 gxf6 9 Be2 a6 10 0-0 Be7 11 Kh1 0-0 12 f4 Kh8 gives Black fewer prob- 
lems, Tarjan—Ostojié, Venice 1974. 


(k) 13 Bh4 g5?! 14 Bg3! gxf4 15 Rxf4 Ne5 16 Raf1 +, R. Byrne—Benjamin, U.S. 
Chp. 1984. 


(1) 8 Bg5 Nxe4 9 Bxe7 Nxc3 10 Bxd8 Nxdi 11 Rxd1 Kxd8 12 Rxd6t Ke7 =, B6dk— 
Bronstein, Saltsjébaden 1948. 


(m) 9 f4 a5! (thematic in the Boleslavsky Variation) 10 a4 Nb4 11 Kh1 Be6 12 f5 
Bd7 13 Bg5 Bc6 = V. Onischuk-S, Ivanov, Tallinn 2007. 


(n) 10 £4 exf4 11 Bxf4 d5 is completely equal. The column is Spassky—Ioseliani, 
Monaco 1994. 


(o) White garners a tiny edge after 7... Be7 8 Bg5 0-0 9 0-0 Be6 10 Bxf6 Bxf6é 
11 Nd5 (control of d5). 


(p) 10 Bf1 Bg4 11 h3 Bhd 12 Be2 Bg6 13 Bd3 Rc8 =, Thipsay—Yermolinsky, Lon- 
don 1994. 


(q) Black is also all right after 10... Re8 11 Bf1 Bf8 12 b3 a6 13 Bb2 b5 14 a4 b4 
15 Nd5 Nxd5 16 exd5 Ne7 17 a5 Bb7 18 Bc4 Rc8, Xie—Demina, Manila Ol. 
1992, 


(r) 13 a5 a6 14 Nd5 Nxd5 15 exd5 Bf5 with chances for both sides, Zagrebelny— 
Benjamin, Lucerne 1993. 


(s) Other rare sixth moves are: (A) 6 g3 Nxd4 7 Qxd4 g6 8 Bg2 Bg7 9 0-00-0 trans- 
posing to an insipid line against the Dragon. (B) 6 Be3 Ng4 7 Bg5 (7 Bb5 
Nxe3 =) 7... h6 8 Bh4 g5 9 Bg3 Bg7 10 Nb3 Be6é =, Adams—Kramnik, Belgrade 
1995. (C) 6 £4 e5 7 Nf3 Be7 8 Bd3 (8 Bc4 0-0 9 Bb3 Bg4 =) 8... Qb6! 9 Rb1 0-0 
10 Qe2 Bg4 =, Sznapik—Hort, Lucerne Ol. 1982. 


(t) 6... e6 7 Be3 Be7 transposes into the Scheveningen Variation (6 Be3 Be7 7 £3 
Nc6). 


(u) 7 Nde2 Be7 8 Be3 Be6 9 Qd2 Qa5 =, Dysing—Degerman, Stockholm 1995, 
(v) 13 Nc1 0-0 14 Be2 Na6 15 0-0 Nc5 =, Movsesian—Shabalov, Bermuda 2003. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Velimirovié Attack 
1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 Nec6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 d6 6 Bc4 e6 7 Be3 
25 26 27 28 29 30 
BO 7 oe cdnacineeeiaeveaiia dents aceddis caeaveedestacaea te teeeteushestesceciin a6 
8 Qez Qez 
CG sonatas nec dacatoeuesmeasaaeeeta nan Sea sact: a6! Qc7 
9 0-0-0 0-0-0 0-0-0 
AG edie sedenta esse aveusedveneitereanoaNenee Qa5(1) Qc7 Na5 
10  Bb3 Bb3 Bb3 Bd3(r) 
Qc7(a)} Nxd4 Nad b5 
My, Rigdesc aterian g4 Bxd4 g4 a3(s) 
Nd7 ........: Na5(f) Nxd4(i) Bd7 b5 Bb7 
12 = g4 g4 Rxd4 Rhg1 g5 g4 
Nc5 b5 Nd7{(j) Rfc8(m) Nxb3t(o) Rc&(t) 
13 Nf5(b) g5 g5 g4 axb3 g5 
b5(c) Nxb3t Nc5 e5 Nd7 Nd7 
14 Bd5(d) axb3 4 Be3 h4(p) £4. 
Bb7 Nd7 £5! Rxc3 b4 Nc5(u) 
15 g5 £4(g) Rgi Bd2 Na4. Kbi 
Rfc8(e) b4(h) b5(k) Bb5(n) Nc5(q) Nxd3(v} 


(a) 10... Qe8?! 11 Rhgi Nd7 12 g4 Nc5 13 g5 b5 14 Nxc6 Nxb3t (14... Qxc6 
15 Bxc5 dxc5 16 Nd5!) 15 axb3 Qxc6 16 Bd4 b4 17 Qh5! Bb7 (17... bxc3 18 Bf6 
Qc7 19 Qhé!; slightly better is 17... Bd7 18 Rg4! bxc3 19 Rh4 Bxg5t 20 Qxg5 
£6 21 Qh5 +, Plaskett-Wahls, Hastings 1990) 18 Nd5! exd5 19 _Rd3 Rfc8 20 c3 
dxe4 21 Rh3 Kf& 22 g6! fxg6 23 Qxh7 Ke8 24 Rxg6 Kd7 25 Rxg7 Re8 26 Bf6 
and White won in a few more moves, Howell—Ragozin, Cannes 1993. 


(b) Fascinating complications also arise from 13 g5 Bd7 (13... b5 14 Nxc6 Nxb3t 
“15 axb3 Qxc6 transposes into note [a]) 14 Rg3 Rfc8 15 Qh5 g6 16 Qh6 Bis 
17 Qh4 Be7 (17... Nxd4 18 Bxd4 Nxb3t 19 axb3 e5 20 Be3 b5 21 Rd2 Be6 
22 Rh3! h5 23 gxh6 Bxh3 24 Qxh3 is a good exchange sacrifice) 18 f4?! (18 Qh6 
Bf8 19 Qh4 Be7 is a draw) 18... b5 19 Nf5?! Nxb3t 20 axb3 exf5 21 Nd5 Qa! 

22 Kb1?! Nb4 wins. 


(c) Accepting the sacrifice allows White a strong attack: 13... Nxb3t+ 14 axb3 
exf5 (14... b5 15 Nxe7t and 16 Qd3 +) 15 gxf5 Kh8 16 Nd5 Qd8 17 Qhs f6?! 
18 Rxg7! Kxg7 19 Rg1t Kh8 20 Nf4 wins, Shadrina—Kochetkova, St. Peterburg 
2005. 


(d) 14 Nxe7+ Qxe7 15 £3 Bb7 16 g5 Rfc8 is about equal. 
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(e) 16 Rg3 Bfs (16... Ne5 17 Rh3 Ng6 18 Qh5 Nfs 19 Nxg7! Bxd5 20 Qh6 and 
21 Nhd is good, Fedorov—Lanka, Pula 1997) 17 Qh5 g6 18 Nh6t Kh8 19 Qh4 
b4 20 Rh3 bxc3 21 Ng4 £5 22 Nf6 (22 exf5!?) 22... h6 23 exfS cxb2t 24 Kbi 
exd5 25 Qxh6t Bxh6 26 Rxh6t Kg7 27 Bxd6 Qxd6 28 Nh5t+ Kf7 29 Rxd6 =, 
Meister-J. Geller, Lichtenbergan 2006. A truly wild line! 


(f) (A) Risky is 11... Nxd4?! 12 Bxd4 b5 13 g4 b4 14 g5! Nd7 15 Qh5 bxc3 
16 g6 cxb2t 17 Kb1 fxg6 (17 .. . hxg6 18 Rxg6 fxg6 19 Bxe6t Rf£7 20 Qxg6 Ned 
21 Bxf7t +) 18 Bxe6t Kh8 19 Rxg6 Ne5 20 Rxg7! Kxg7 21 Rg1t Kh8 22 Qh6 
Resigns, Pieri—Bernard, Paris 1994. (B) 11... b5 12 g4 b4 13 Nxc6 Qxc6 14 Nd5 
exd5 15 g5 Nxe4 16 Bxd5 Qa4 17 Bxe4 (17 Bxa8 Nc3!) 17... Be6 18 Bd4 +, 
Veicheva—Jovanovi, Pula 1998. 


(g) (A) 15 Nf5 exf5 16 Nd5 Qd8 17 exf5 Rd8 ~. (B) 15 h4 b4 16 Na4 Nc5 17 h5 Bd7 
18 Kb1 Rac8 19 g6 Bf6 20 gxh7t Kh8 21 Bgs +, Ehlvest-Yudasin, USSR 1986. 


(h) 16 Nf5! Nc5 (16... exf5?! 17 Nd5 Qd8 18 exf5 Re8 19 Bd4! Bb7—19... Bf6 
20 Qxe8t! Qxe8 21 gxf6 +, Nijboer—-Winants, Wijk aan Zee 1988—20 g6 fxg6 
21 Qe6t Kh8 22 Bxg7t! Kxg7 23 fxg6 wins) 17 Nxe7t Qxe7 18 e5 d5 19 Qf2 
Nd7 20 Na4 +, Nunn—Arakhamia, England 1997. 


(i) 11...Nd7 allows White more options such as 12 h4 or 12 Rhg1, and also 
12 Nf5!? Ned (12 ... exf5 13 Nd5 Qd8 14 gxfs Nf6 15 Rhg1 with a strong attack) 
13 Nxe7t Nxe7 (13... Qxe7 14 f4 + [Anand]) 14 Qd2 Rd8?! 15 Bf4 +, Anand— 
Salov, Dos Hermanas 1997. , 


(j) Black may also choose (A) 12... b5 13 g5 Nd7 14 f4 Nc5 15 Rgi Rb8 16 Kb1 
a5 =, de Firmian—Lein, New York 1990. Black should avoid (B) 12... e5?! 
13 Re4 Qd8 14 g5 Ne8 15 Rxc8! Rxc8 16 h4 + as White controls the key cen- 
tral squares, Segueiro—de la Torre, corr. 1994. 


(k) 16 Kb1 Bd7 17 h4 Rae& 18 h5 Bc6 19 exf5 Rxf5 =, Nunn-Shirov, Monaco 
(rapid) 1995. 


(1) (A) 9...d5 10 Bb3 Na5 11 e5 Nd7 12 f4 Bb4 13 Bd2 Nc5 14 Rhfi Naxb3t 
15 axb3 a5 16 Kb1 Bxc3 17 Bxc3 Ne4 18 Rf3 +, de Firmian—Sosonko, Lucerne 
1989. (B) 9... Bd7 10 f4! Rc8 11 e5 Ne8 12 Nxc6 Bxc6 13 f5! exf5 14 e6 +, 
Topalov—Leko, Dortmund 1996. 


(m) (A) 12... b57! 13 65! dxe5 14 Qxe5 Rfc8 15 g4 Qc7 16 g5 Ne8 17 Nd5 +, 
Yudasin—Fedorowicz, Novi Sad Ol. 1990. (B) 12... Qa6 13 Qxa6 bxa6 14 f3 
Rfc8 15 Be3 +, Grigoriev—Zakharov, Chigorin Mem. 2000. 


(n) 16 Qe1 Rxc2t 17 Kxc2 Qc7t 18 Bc3 leaves Black only partial compensation 
for the exchange, MacArthur—Epstein, USA 1991. 


(0) White gains a continuing attack after 12... Nd7?! 13 Bxe6! fxe6 14 Nxe6 Qc4 
15 Nxg7t Kf7 16 Qh5t! Kxg7 17 Bd4t Ne5 18 Nd5 Ncé 19 Bxe5t Nxe5 
20 Nxe7 Nf7 21 g6, Benedetti—Cassaro, corr. 1989. 


(p) 14 Nf5 is a well-analyzed sacrifice that has been worked out to a draw with 
best play—14... exf5 15 Nd5 Qd8 16 exf5 Bb7 17 f6 gxf6 18 Rhe1 Bxd5 
19 Rxd5 Rg8 20 gxf6 Nxf6 21 Rf5 Ng4! 22 Bg5 Ned 23 Bxe7 Qxe7 24 f4 Qe6 
25 Qe4 Nd3t 26 Kd2 Nxe1 27 Qxa8t Ke7 28 Qb7+ Kf8 29 Qb8t Draw, Waitzkin— 
de Firmian, Bermuda 1995. 
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(q) White has two reasonable plans here, but-not 16 £3?! Bd7 which is just too 
slow. (A) 16 h5 Bd7 17 Kb1 Bxa4 18 bxa4 Nxa4 19 g6 Bfé =, Efimenko- 
Areshenko, Ukrainian Chp. 2005. (B) 16 Qc4 Bb7 17 Qxb4 Nxa4 18 bxa4 Rb8 
19 Qc3 Qxc3 =, Zapata—Demaria, American Continental Chp. 2005. 


(rt) 10 Bb3 b5 forces the concession 11 f3 to defend the e-pawn, after which 
.. Be7 12 g4 Nxb3t 13 axb3 b4 14 Na4 Nd7 is fine for Black. 


(s) Valery Salov has dealt effectively with White’s alternatives: (A) 11 g4 b4 
12 Nb1 e5 13 Nf5 Be6 14 b3 g6 15 g5 Nd7 16 Nh6 Bg7 =, Nunn—Salov, Wijk aan 
Zee 1992. (B) 11 Bg5 Be7 12 a3 Bd7 13 £4 Nc4 14 Rhf1 Rc8 15 Bxc4 Qxc4 with 
active play, Rublevsky—Salov, Oviedo 1992. 


(t) 12...d5 13 exd5 Nxd5 14 Ndxb5! axb5 (14... Qb8 15 Nxd5 Bxd5 16 Nc3 
Bxh1 17 Rxh1 +) 15 Bxb5t Kd8 16 Nxd5 exd5 17 Rd3 with a strong attack, 
Nunn-Sosonko, Thessaloniki Ol. 1984. 


(u) 14... Nc4? 15 Ndxb5! axb5 16 Nxb5 Qb8 17 Bxc4 Bxe4 18 Rhe1 d5 19 Bd3 
Bxd3 20 Qxd3 Be7 21 Nd4 leaves White a pawn ahead, Wolff-Inkiov, St. John. 
1988. 


(v) 16 cxd3 Be7 17 Rc1 Qd7 18 h4 +, Cselotei-Kovacs, Budapest 1995, 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Sozin Variation 


1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 Ne6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nfé 5 Nc3 dé 6 Bc4 


31 32 33 34 35 36 
CO fia eiurdtehenan be seven ia Pecans ewan tuvenntcreumeusanes Qb6(p) 
7 Bb3 Ndb5........ Nb3(v) 
BO7 as fever edaatxeueieicons a6 a6(q) e6 
8 Be3(a) Be3 Be3 0-0(w) 
0-0 Be7 ......000. Qc7(m) Qa5d(r) Be7 
9 0-0(b) f4 0-0 Nd4 Be3 
AB feeds Bd7(f) 0-0 Na5(n) Ned(s) Qc7 
10 f4 f4(g) Qf3 (i) f4 Nb3(t) f4 
Nxd4(c) Rc8 Nxd4{j) b5 Qc7 0-0 
11 Bxd4 Qf3 Bxd4 f5 Bd3 Qe2 
b5 Qa5 bs! e5 e6 a6 
12 e5(d) Nde2(h) Bxf6(k) Nde2 f4 a4 
dxe5 Rfd8 Bxf6 Bb7 Nc4 Nb4 
13 fxe5 Khi e5 Nd5 Bxc4 Bd3 
Nd7(e) Qaé6 = Bh4t(1) Nxd5(o) Qxc4(u) Bd7(x) 


(a) (A) 8 f4 Qa5 9 0-0 d5! 10 Nxc6 bxc6 equalizes immediately, Zaichik— 
Christiansen, Philadelphia 1990. (B) 8 0-0 0-0 9 Be3 is just a transposition of 
moves. 

(b) (A) 9 Qe2 a6 10 0-0-0 Qc7 is the Velimirovié Attack (column 25-27). (B) 9 f4 a6 
10 Qf3 is column 33, but Black can also play 9... Nxd4 10 Bxd4 (10 Qxd4 
Ng4 °°) 10... b5! =. 


(c) 10... Bd7 11 £5! Qc8?! (11... Nxd4 +) 12 fxe6 Bxe6 13 Nxe6 fxe6 14 Na4! +, 
Fischer—Larsen, match 1971. 


(d) 12 a3 Bb7 13 Qd3 a5! 14 e5 dxe5 15 fxe5 Nd7 16 Nxb5 Nc5 17 Bxc5 Bxc5t 
18 Khi Qg5 with a strong initiative for the pawn, Fischer—Spassky, World 
Chp. 1972. 


(e) 14 Ne4Bb7 15 Nd6 Bxd6 16 exd6 Qg5 17 Qe2 a5 18 a4 b4 19 Bc4 Rac8 20 Bb5 
Bc6 21 c3 e5 22 Be3 Qg6 =, Friedel—Finegold, U.S. Chp. 2004. 


(f) (A) 9...Nxd4 10 Bxd4 b5 11 Nxb5 Ba6 12 a4 Nxe4 13 c4 Qd7 14 Be2 +, 
Carstens—Marian, Germany 1984. (B) 9... Na5 10 f4 b6 11 e5 Ne8 12 Qg4 +. 


(g) 10 Qe2 Nxd4 11 Bxd4 Bc6 12 e5 (12 Rad1 is likely better) 12... dxe5 13 Bxe5 
Nd7 =, Predescu-Charbonneau, Canadian Chp. 2006. 


(h) Natural play would be 12 Rad1 Nxd4 13 Rxd4 Bc6 14 Qg3 with some initia- 
tive. The column is Kindermann—Lobron, Munich 1991. 
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(i) (A) 10 0-0 transposes into column 31, (B) 10 Qe2 Nxd4 11 Bxd4 b5 12 0-0-0 
Bb7 =, but not 10. . . Bd7?! 11 0-0-0 Na5 12 g4 +, A. Ivanov—Ashley, Bermuda 
1995. 


(j) 10... Qc7 11 0-0-0 b5 12 e5 (12 g4 Nxd4 13 Rxd4 b4!) 12...Nxd4 13 Qxa8 
dxe5 14 fxe5 Nxb3t 15 axb3, Yakovich—Ionov, St. Petersburg 1993; now 
Ionov’s suggestion 15 ... Bb7 16 Qa7 Ng4 may be enough compensation for 
the exchange. 


(k) 12 e5?7! dxe5 13 fxe5?! Qxd4 14 exf6 Bc5! +, Kherlin—-Shamkovich, USSR 
1972. If 15 Qxa8 Qf2t 16 Kd1 Be3 wins, 


(I) i g3 Rb8 15 0-0-0 (15 gxh4 Bb7 16 Ne4 Qxh4t 17 Qg3 Qxg3t 18 Nxg3 Bxh1 =) 
. Bb7 16 Nxe4 Bxe4 17 Qxe4 d5 =, Reinderman—van Wely, Leeuwarden 
ate. 


(m) 8...Na5 9 f4 b5 10 e5 dxe5 11 fxe5 Nxb3 12 axb3 Nd5 13 Qf3 Bb7 
(13... Nxe3 14 Qxa8 Nxg2t 15 Kf1! +) 14 0-0 Qc7 15 Nxd5 Bxd5 16 Qf2! + 
Qb7? 17 Nxb5! winning, A. Sokolov-Timoshenko, Moscow 1990. 


(n) 9... Be7 10 f4 Nxd4 11 Bxd4 b5 12 a3 0-0 13 Qf3 Bb7 14 Rae! (this position 
can be reached by various move orders) 14... Rac8 15 Qg3 Kh8 16 Kh1 Qc6 
17 Rf3 a5 18 Qg5 b4 19 axb4 axb4 20 Nd1 h6 21 Rh3 with an attack, Ljuboje- 
vié—Anand, Buenos Aires 1994. 


(0) 14 Bxd5 Ne4 15 Qc1 (15 Bc1!) 15... Bxd5 16 exd5 Rc8 17 Nc3 Nxe3 =, G. 
Ginsburg—Pelletier, Bundesliga 2003. 


(p) Unusual tries are: (A) 6... g6?! 7 Nxc6 bxc6 8 e5 Ng4 (8... dxe5? 9 Bxf7t 
wins) 9 Bf4! + (Sosonko). (B) 6... Bd7 7 0-0 g6 8 Nxc6 Bxc6 9 Nd5! Bg7 10 Bg5 
Bxd5 11 exd5 +. (C) 6...e5 7 Nde2 Be6 8 Bb3 Be7 9 0-0 0-0 10 Kh1 Na5 
11 £4 +, Sax—Markland, Wijk aan Zee 1973. 


(q) 7... Bg4 8 £3 Bd7 9 Qe2 a6 10 Be3 Qad 11 Nd4 b5 12 Bb3 6 13 0-0-0 b4 
14 Nb1 Be7 15 p4 Nxd4 16 Rxd4 e5 17 Rdd1i + Be6!? 18 Nd2 Bxb3 19 cxb3! + 
Topalov—Kramnik, Dos Hermanas 1996. 


(r) After 8... Qd8 9 Nd4 e6 play transposes into column 33 with 10 Bb3 or the 
Velimirovié Attack (column 30) with 10 Qe2. 


(s) (A) The e-pawn is poisoned—9 . . . Nxe4? 10 Qf3 f5 11 Nxc6 bxc6 12 0-0-0 d5 
13 Nxd5! exd5 14 Bxd5 Rb8 15 Bc6t Kf7 16 Bxe4 winning. (B) 9... Ng4 
10 Nxc6 bxc6 11 Bd2 g6 12 Qe2 Bg7 13 £4 0-0 14 0-0-0 +, de Firmian—Dranov, 
New York 1993. (C) The most important alternative is 9... e6 10 0-0 Be7 
11 Bb3 0-0 12 £4 Bd7 13 f5 Nxd4 14 Bxd4 exf5 15 exf5 Bc6 16 Qd3 Rae8 17 Rad1 
Bds?! (17... Nd7 +) 18 Kh1 Nd7 19 Qg3 Bf6 20 Bd5! +, de Firmian—Kram- 
nik, Yerevan Ol. 1996. F 


(t) 10 Bd3 Neg4 11 Bc1 (11 Bd2? Qb6) 11... g6 12 Nb3 Qb6 13 Qe2 Bg7 14 f4 
Nh5b! with counterplay, Topalov-Kramnik, Belgrade 1995. 


(u) 14 Qd3 Qc7 15 a4 Be7 16 a5 +, Hector—-Zhang Zhong, Wijk aan Zee 2003. 


(v) (A) 7 Nxc6 bxc6 8 0-0 g6 9 e5!? dxe5 10 Qe2 Qd4 11 Be3 Qd6 12 Rad1 Qc7 
13 £4 Bg4 14 Qf2 e4 (14... Bxd1 15 fxe5 Qxe5 16 Bd4 attacking) 15 Rde1 Bf5 
16 h3 h5 17 Bd4 Bg7 =, Topalov-Kramnik, Novgorod 1997. (B) 7 NdeZ e6 
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8 0-0 Be7 9 Bb3 0-0 10 Bg5 Na5 11 Qd3 hé6 =, Hector—J. Polgar, San Sebastian 
1991. 


(w) 8 Bg5 a6 9 0-0 Be7 10 Bxf6 gxf6 11 a4 NaS 12 Nxa5 Qxa5 =, de Firmian- 
Smirin, New York 1995. 


(x) 14 a5 Nxd3 15 cxd3 Rac8 16 Bb6 Qb8 =, Bon—Rau, NATO Chp. 2005. 
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SICILIAN WITH 2...Nc6 
AND ...e5 


s 


HE SVESHNIKOV VARIATION is 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 e5 
(see above diagram). This looks anti-positional as Black immedi- 

ately creates a backward d-pawn. Even worse looking are the dou- 
bled f-pawns Black is forced to accept in the main line. For this reason the 
variation saw little use until] Sveshnikov showed the dynamic potential of 
Black’s position in the 1970s and 80s. In the twenty-first century the 
Sveshnikov has become extemely popular among top grandmasters and 
amateur players alike. The dynamic potential of Black’s position has be- 
come better appreciated and the old positional considerations seem less 
important. There are still some lines that give Black trouble, but the 
Sveshnikov is thoroughly established as a first-rate defense. 

The main line is 6 Ndb5 d6 7 Bg5 a6 8 Na3 b5 9 Bxf6 gxf6 10 Nd5 
(columns 1-6). The centralized White knight sits on top of the backward 
d-pawn, but the doubled f-pawns can be liquidated with ...f5 and the 
White knight on a3 is out of play. Black also has the bishop pair. All this 
may be enough to gain equality for Black, but in any case the game is com- 
plex and imbalanced. 

White declines to double Black’s pawns with 9 Nd5 in columns 7-9, 
seeking to steer the game into more static channels where control of the d5 
square is enough to gain the advantage. Column 10 (8 . . . Be6) is an older 
continuation that fails to equalize. 7 Nd5 (column 11) da 6 Nf3 (column 
12) gain no advantage against proper defense. 

Black has some uncommon continuations after 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 cxd4 
4 Nxd4. 4...e5 5 Nb5 d6 is the Kalashnikov Variation (columns 1-3), 
which is similar in spirit to the Sveshnikov Variation. The Kalashnikov 
has been used fairly frequently in the 1990s, although now its surprise 
value has passed and White has been gaining the upper hand after the 
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year 2000. 5... a6 is the Lowenthal Variation (columns 4-5), a tricky con- 
tinuation playing for quick development. White has a few ways to reach a 
better position and so the variation has been out of favor for years. 
4... Qb6 (column 6) is a good way to take the game aff the beaten tracks. 
White may hold some edge (as in note [s]), but for those shart of study 
time this line is recommended. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Sveshnikov Variation 


1 e4.c5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 e5 
6 Ndb5 d6 7 Bg5 a6 8 Na3 b5 9 Bxf6 gxf6 10 Nd5 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
IO se efS cicaseideasirebonaaeus seaaedaaeiede teen taveeaseses ayhene Bg7 
11 Base h bss eoesa seek saves C3(j) 0.20.06 Nxb5(o) Bd3.........- c3(w) 
Be6 Bg7(k) axb5 Ne7 Ne7(x) 
12 Qh5 c3(e) exf5 Bxb5 Nxe7 Nxe7 
Rg8(a) Bg7 Bxf5 Bd7(p) Qxe7 Qxe7 
13 g3 0-0(f) Nc2 exf5 0-0(s) Nc2 
Nda(b) Bxd5 0-0(1) Bg7 0-0(t) 5 
14 c3(c) exd5 Nce3 a4 c3 exf5 
fxe4 Ne7 Be6 Nd4 £5 0-0 
15  Bxe4 Qh5(g) Bd3 Bxd7t Nc2 Ne3 
Bg4 e4(h) £5 Qxd7 Rb8(u) Bb7 
16 Qxh7 Bc2 0-0 c3(q) exf5 Be2 
‘Rg7 Qc8 Ra7(m) Qc6 e4 Rad8 
17. = Qh6 Rae1 a4 Ne3 Re1 Nd5 
Nf3+ (d) 0-0(i) Ne7(n) Bh6(r) Bf5(v) Qg5(y) 


(a) White gains an edge against the older 12 .. . Bg7 13 0-0 £4 (13... 0-0? 14 exf5 
Bxd5 15 f6 wins) 14 c4 bxc4 15 Bxc4 0-0 16 Raci Kh8 17 Rfdi Rb8 18 b3 =, 
Ernst—Benjamin, Reykjavik 1990, 


(b) 13...Rg414 f4 exf4 (14... Bg7?! 15 c3 b4 16 Nc2 bxc3 17 Nxc3 exf4 18 exf5 
Rg5 19 Qxh7 Bxc3t 20 bxc3 Bd5 21 gxf4 +, Magem Badals—IL Sokolov, 
Barcelona 1992) 15 Nxf4 Rxf4 16 gxf4 Qa5t 17 Kd1 Qb4 18 exf5 Bd5d 19 Re1t 
Kd7 20 f6! +, Motylev-Tzermiadianos, Istanbul 2003. 


(c) 14 0-0-0 Rc8 is a sharp position with attacking chances for both sides, Barce- 
nilla—Altan, World Junior Chp. 1991, continued 15 f4 Bxd5 16 exd5 Qf6 17 c3 
e4 18 Rhe1 b4 19 Bxa6 Rc5 20 Rxd4 bxa3 21 Rb4 cxb2t 22 Kb1 Qxc3 23 Rb8t 
Ke7 24 Qh4t; now, instead of 24... £67! 25 Qxh7+ Rg7 26 Rxe4t!, Black can 
draw with 24... Rg5! 25 Qxg5t f6 26 Rb7+t Kd8 = 


(d) Here White has an important decision on where to place the king, (A) 18 Ke2 
Ng5t 19 £3 Nxe4 20 fxg4 Qc8 21 Qe3 Qxg4t 22 QF3 Qxf3t 23 Kxf3 £5 24 Nc2 
Kf7 25 Nce3, Lie~Gabrielsen, Norwegian Chp. 2006; now Black equalizes with 
25...Nf6 instead of 25... Ke6? 26 Nxf5! as played. (B) 18 Kf1 Rg5 19 Nf6t 
Ke7 20 Qh8 Nd2t 21 Kg2 Nxe4 22 Nxe4 Rg6 23 Qhat Kd7 24 Qud8t Rxd8 = 
as Black’s bishop pair compensates for White’s extra pawn, Magem Badals— 
Zsu. Polgar, Madrid 1992. ; 
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(e) 12 0-0 Bxd5! 13 exd5 Ne7 14 c3 Bg7 transposes back into the column. Note 
that 14 Nxb5 Bg7! 15 Nc3 e4 16 Bc4 Qa5 allows Black good play for the pawn. 


(f) 13 Qhs5 0-0 with (A) 14 exf5 Bxd5 15 f6 e4 16 fxg7 Re8 17 Be2 Re5 18 Qhé b4 
19 Nc2 bxc3 20 bxc3 Qg5 21 Qxg5 Rxg5 22 0-0 (22 Rd1!?) 22... Be6 23 Rfd1 
Rc5 =, Anand—van Wely, Wijk aan Zee 2003. (B) 14 Ne3!? f4 15 Nf5 Qf6 16 g4 
Bxf5 17 exf5?! e4! +, Ramer—Schandorff, Vlissingen 2004. 


(g) 15 Nc2 0-0 16 a4 e4 17 Be2 bxa4 18 Rxa4 Qb6 19 Rb4 Qc5 =, Sadvakasov— 
Khalifman, Russian League 2005. 


(h) 15... Qd7 16 Rad1 0-0 17 Bb1 Rae8 18 Nc2 e4 (Minasian—van Wely, Khanty 
Mansiysk 2005); now 19 Nd4 is a little better for White, 


(i) 18 Bb3 a5 19 Nxb5 a4 20 Bdi Qc5 21 Be2 Nxd5 20 Qg5 Rabés =, Pelletier— 
McShane, Biel 2004. 


(j) The position on move 13 is often reached by the move order 11 exf5 Bxf5 
12 c3 Bg7, which gives White the chance to go astray with (A) 12 Qf3? Nd4! 
13 Ne7t Qxc7 14 Qxa8t Ke7 15 c3 b4! 16 cxb4 Bh6! + 17 Qxh8?! Qb7 win- 
ning, or (B) 12 Bd3 e4 13 Qez Nd4 14 Qe3 Bg7 15 £3 (15 Bxe4 0-0 is good for 
Black) 15... Qh4t 16 g3 Nxf3t 17 Qxf3 exf3 18 gxh4 Bxd3 19 cxd3 Bxb2 =. 


(k) 11... fxe4? now runs into a winning sacrifice—12 Bxb5! axb5 13 Nxb5 Qg5 
14 Nbc7t Kd8 15 Nxa8 Qxg2 16 Rf1 Ba6 17 Ne3 Qf3 18 Rg1 Bd3 19 Qxf3 exf3 
20 Rd1 e4 21 Rxd3 exd3 22 Nb6 and White won the endgame against Black's 
shattered pawns in Z. Almasi-Kuhn, Budapest 1992. 


(1) (A) 13... Ne7?! 14 Bd3! Nxd5 (14... Be6 15 Nxe7 Qxe7 16 Be4 6) 15 Bxf5 
Ne7 16 Qg4 6, Ivanchuk—Kramnik, Novgorod 1994. (B) 13... Be6 14 Nce3 
Ne7 15 a4 Nxd5 16 Nxd5 0-0 17 Be2 bxa4 18 Rxa4 =, de Firmian—Kiss, Kavala 
2006. 


(m) 16... e4 17 Nf4 Bf7 18 Bc2 Bed 19 Nh3 Kh8 20 f4 =, de Firmian—Shabalov, 
Virginia Beach 2007. 


(n) 18 Nxe7+ Rxe7 19 axb5 axb5 20 Bxb5 d5 21 Ra6 f4 (Anand—Leko, Wijk aan 
Zee 2005); now 22 Rxe6! Rxe6 23 Qxd5 leaves White slightly better as the two 
passed pawns have potential. 


(o) The other sacrifice on b5 has been worked out to an edge for Black—11 Bxb5 
axb5 12 Nxb5 Ra4! 13 Nbc7t Kd7 14 0-0 Rxe4 15 Qh5 Nd4 16 c3 (16 Qxf7t 
Kc6 17 Nb4t Kb7 +) 16... Ne2t 17 Kh1 Kc6 18 g3 Kb7 19 Rae1 Re4 20 Na6 
Ka8! =, Mastrovasilis—Illescas, Calvia Ol. 2004. 


(p) Less tested, but just as good a defense, is 12... Bb7 13 exf5 Rc8!? 14 c3 
Bg7 =, Sulkis—van Wely, Aeroflot Open 2004. 


(q) 16 0-0 Qb7! 17 c4 Rc8 18 f6 Bh6 19 Qd3 Qb6 +, Olthof—Tyagunov, corr. 1984. 
(tr) 18 cxd4 Bxe3 19 fxe3 Qxg2 20 Rf1 Qxb2 Draw, Nunn—Adorjan, Skara 1980. 


(s) On 13 c4 Black must be willing to sacrifice a pawn, but then he has good 
chances—13,..f5 14 0-0 (14 cxb5 d5!) 14...0-0 15 Qh5 (15 Qf3 Res!? 
16 Rfe1 f4 17 cxb5 Qg5 18 h3 d5! 19 exd5 f5—Ochoa; 15 Re1 fxe4 16 Bxe4 
Rb8 17 cxb5 axb5 18 Qd3 f5 19 Bd5t Kh8 20 Nxb5 e4 21 Qb3 Bed 22 a4 Bd7 
23 Rac1 Qe8 24 Bc4 Qh5 attacking, Kosten—Chandler, Hastings 1991) 15... Rb8 
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16 exf5 e4 17 Rae1 Bb7 18 Nc2 bxc4 19 Bxc4 d5 20 Bxd5 Bxd5 21 f6 Qxi6 
22 Qxd5 Rxb2 23 Ne3 Qe6 =, Short—Illescas, Linares 1992. 


(t) 13... £5?! 14 exfs Bb7 15 Re1 Qg5 16 g3 0-0 17 c4 Rea8 18 Be4 +, Anand— 
Lobron, Dortmund 1996. 


(u) 15...Bb7 16 exf5 d5 17 Rel Qg5 (Borge—Schandorff, Denmark 1996) 
18 Ne3 + since 18... d419 cxd4 exd4 20 Qg4 repulses the attack. 


(v) 18 Ne3 Bg6 19 Nd5 Qe5 20 Bc2 +, Anand—Radjabov, rapid match 2006. 


(w) (A) 11 g3 £5 12 Bg2 £4 13 e3 0-0 14 Nc2 Kh8 15 Qd3 Bh6 16 a4 bxa4 17 Rxa4 
a5 18 0-0 Bd7 19 Raai f5 =, Zapata—Conquest, Cuba 1996. (B) 11 Qh5 Ne7 
12 Ne3 f5 13 exf5 e4! 14 0-0-0 0-0 =, 


(x) 11... 5 transposes into column 3. This is recommended as this column is 
difficult for Black. 


(y) 18 h4! Qh6 19 Rh3 Kh8 20 Kf1 e4, Adams—Nunn, Brussels 1992; now 21 g4! 
leaves White a clear edge, 
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13 


14 


(a) Black obtains quick counterplay after the immediate 8 Bxf6 gxf6 9 Na3 f5 


(b) 10 Nxe7 Nxe7! 11 Bxf6 gxf6 12 Qf3 (12 c4 Bb7!) 12... £5 13 exf5 Bxf5 14 Bd3 
Be6 15 0-0 0-0 16 c4 £5 17 Rae1 Ng6 with active play, Russel—Paterson, Scot- 


(c) Black has experimented with alternatives. (A) 11... Ne7 12 Nxf6ét gxf6 
.13 Bd3 d5 14 Qe2 Bb7 15 0-0-0 Qc7 16 exd5 Nxd5 17 Be4 +, Wahls—Becerra 
Rivero, Cuba 1996. (B) 11... Bb7 12 Nc2 Nb8 13 a4 bxa4 14 Rxa4 Nd7 
15 Rb4! Nc5 16 Rxb7! Nxb7 17 b4 and White's pieces control key squares, 
more than compensating for the exchange, Kasparov—Shirov, Horgen 1994. 
(C) 11...Bg5 12 Nc2 Rb8 is sensible. 13 a4 bxa4 14 Ncb4 Bd7! would be 
sharp and unclear, so perhaps best is 13 a3 a5 14 Bd3 0-0 15 Qez Na7 16 h4!? 
Bh6 17 g4 Bf4 18 Qf3 +, Nisipeanu—Rogozenko, Bucharest 1995. 


(d) Too slow is 13 Be2 Ne7 14 Ncb4 a5 15 Nxe7t Qxe7 16 Nd5 Qb7 17 Qd3 b4 


(e) Better than 14... Rb8?! 15 h4! Bh6 16 Bxa6 Rxb2 17 Bxc8 Qxc8 18 Rc4 Qb8 
19 0-0 +, Iordachescu—Sawatzki, Berlin 1995. After 14...a5 15 Bc4 Rb8 


SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Sveshnikov Variation 
1e4c 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 e5 
7 8 9 10 

NO D5 iiss ccataas otis ceaweciadscadeastatevkcebeetecnaiebsaieaaoundat ates 
-d6 

BRB ih otsaneoiteiiuegels gust acoains sdeedevtwege rs indsee 
a6 

Na3(a) 

Dovctirtseetteeavedetassnare coe eitvaae eee! Be6 

Nd5 Nc4 

BO? cistetivddvdeetnesevienes Qa5dt Rc8 

Bxf6(b) Bd2 Bxf6 

Bxf6 Qds gxf6(m) 

c3 Nxf6t(i) Bd3 

0-0(c) Qxf6 Nez 

Nec2 Bd3(j) Ne3 

Bg5 ...cceeeee Rb8 Qg6(k) Bh6(n) 
a4(d) ha(f) 0-0 0-0 

bxa4 Ne7(g) Be7 Bxe3 

Rxa4 Nxf6t c4. fxe3 

a5(e) gxf6 (h) Bh3(l) Qb6(o) 


11 


g3 
Nd7(s) 


12 


Nf3(t) 
Bb4 


Bc4(u) 
0-0(v) 
0-0 
Bxc3 


bxc3 
Nxe4 


Ba3 
dé 


Rel 
Ng5 
Nxg5 
Qxgs 
Bxd6 
Bg4 


Qc1 
Qxcl1 = 


10 Bd3 Rg8 11 g3 Nd4 12 Nd5b £4 =, Brownscombe—Shaked, USA 1994. 


land 1994. 


with active play for Black, Kamsky—Lautier, Dos Hermanas 1995. 
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16 b3 Kh8 17 0-0 f5 18 exf5 Bxf5 19 Nce3 Bg6 20 Be2 Bf7 21 Nc4 e4 22 Khi 
Bg8 chances are even, Leko—Gelfand, Polanica Zdroj, 1998. White can try 
15 Bb5!? Ne7 16 Ncb4 Bh3!? 17 Nxe7t Qxe7 18 Nd5 Qb7 19 Bc4 Bd7 20 Ra2 
Kh8 21 0-0 f5 =, Dominguez—Leko, Yerevan 2001. 


(f) This move of Kasparov's, restricting the dark-squared bishop and conse- 
quently Black’s kingside, has put 12 ... Rb8 under a cloud. White can only 
play for a scant advantage with 13 Be2 Bg5 14 0-0 Be6. 


(g) (A) 13... g6 14 g3 Be6 15 h5 Bg7 16 Bh3 a5 17 Nece3 +, J. Polgar—Illescas, 
Leon 1996. (B) 13... Be7 14 a3 Be6 15 Ncb4 +, Topalov—Leko, Dortmund 
2005. 


(h) 15 Qd2 f5 16 Qg5t Kh8 17 Qfét Kg8 18 0-0-0 Be6 19 Bd3 Nc6 20 Qhé +, 
Kamsky—Benjamin, U.S. Chp. 2004. 


(i) White can repeat the position with 11 Bg5 or try 11 c4 Nxe4 12 cxb5 Be6 
13 Bc4 Ne7 14 Be3 Qa5t (14... Re8 15 Nxe7!) 15 Kf1 Rb8 oo, Peschlow— 
Guthrie, Biel 2005. 


(j) 12 c4 Qg6 13 £3 Be7 14 cxb5 Bh4t 15 g3 Bxg3t 16 hxg3 Qxg3t 17 Ke2 Bg4!? 
18 Ke3 f5 19 bxc6 fxe4 is a wild position probably favoring White, 
Beikert-Conquest, Baden-Baden 1993. Black can sacrifice only pawns with 

. .Nd4 16 Be3 0-0 17 Bxd4 exd4 18 Qd2 d5 19 Bd3 Bg5 «, Anand—Hergott, 
Thessaloniki Ol. 1984. 


(k) 12... d5?! 13 exd5 Nb4 14 Be4 Qh4 15 Qez2 f5 16 dé! +, J. Diaz—A. Hernén- 
dez, Cuba 1997. 


(1) 15 Qf3 Bg4 16 Qe3 b4 =, Del Rio—Illescas, Spain 2003. 


(m) 10... Qxf6 11 Nb6 Rb8 12 Ned5 Qd8 13 c3 Be7 14 a4 Bg5 15 Be4 0-0 16 0-0 
allows White a grip on the queenside and the center, Herrera—Cifuentes, Cuba 
1996. 


(n) 12... Qb6 13 0-0 Qxb2 14 Ned5 Bxd5 15 exd5 Qd4 16 Rb1 Rc7 17 Qf3 &, Gee- 
nen—Prasad, Novi Sad Ol. 1990, 


(o) 15 Qf3 h5 16 Nd5 Bxd5 17 exd5 Rh6 18 Rab1 Qad 19 64 f5 20.a3 f4 21 Khi Ng6 
22 b4 Qd8 23 c4 +, Fogarasi-Rovid, Hungary 1991. 


(p) 7 a4 is too slow to maintain the initiative—7...a6 8 Na3 Be7 9 Bc4 0-0 
10 0-0 Be6 11 Bg5 Bxc4 12 Nxc4 Nxe4 13 Bxe7 Nxe7 14 Nxe4 d5 =, Howell- 
Nunn, Hastings 1994. 


(q) Black can also play 8... Ne7 9 c3 Nfs 10 a4 Be7 11 Bd3 0-0 12 0-0 Nhé 13 £4 
a6 14 Na3 exf4 15 Bxf4 Ng6 16 Bxg6! fxe6 17 Nc4 Qc7 18 b3 Bf5 19 a5 Bed! =, 
Ye-Novik, Moscow Ol. 1994. 


(r) 11 Be3 0-0 12 Bd3 f5 13 £4 Bh4t 14 g3 exf4 15 Bxf4 Re8t 16 Nez Bfé6 17 Qc2 
(Akopian—Stephens, USA 1993) 17... b5 = 


(s) 15 Qc2 exf4 16 gxf4 Bd4t =, Yudasin—Kramnik, match 1994. 


(t) Other moves give little chance for advantage: (A) 6 Nb3 Bb4 7 Bc4?! Nxe4 
8 Bxf7t Kxf7 9 Qd5t Kfs 10 Qxe4 d5 +, (B) 6 Nf5 d5 7 exd5 Bxf5 8 dxc6 
bxc6 =. 
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(u) Black gains the initiative after both 7 Bg5"h6 and 7 Bd3 d5. 


(v) Also fine is 7...Nxe4 8 0-0 Nxc3 9 bxc3 Be7 10 Qd5 0-0 11 Nxe5 d6 =, 
Kofidis-Makropoulou, Greek Chp. 1994. The column is Mukhin—Minasian, 
Leningrad 1990. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Open Lines with 2... Nc6 and 4... e5 or 4... Qb6 
1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 


1 2. 3 4 5 6 
or Ob css adihcs cideeadeadi sas acednces sees Hors ve Ueda DeGhbenHeedenemecne dee eeeele. Qb6(r) 
5 Nb5(a) Nb5(s) 

dé... (Kalashnikov Variation) a6 ... (L6wenthal Var.) a6 
6 CBs iihiie ilaseeetiens citncue N1c3 Nd6t Be3 
Be7(b) a6 Bxd6 Qda!(t) 
7 Nic3(c) Na3 Qxd6 N5c3(u) 
a6 b5 Qf6 66 
8 Na3 Nd5 Qa ......... Qxf6(o) Na4 
BeG 2.2... hé Nge7(i) Qg6 Nxf6 bs 
9 Bd3(d) Be2(f) c4 Nc3 Nc3 Nb6 
Bg5 Be6(g) Nd4(j) d5(m) Nb4 Rb8 
10 0-0 0-0 cxb5 Nxd5 Kd2! Nxc8 
Bxc1 Bg5 Nxd5 Qxe4t d6(p) Qxc8 
11 Rxc1 Nc2 exd5 Be3 a3 Bf4 
Nf6 Nge7 Qh4{k) Nd4 Nc6 65 
12 Ne2 b3 Be3 Nc7t Bd3 Be3 


0-0(e) Bxc1(h) Nf5(1) Ke7(n) Be6(q) Nf6 = 


(a) 5 Nxc6 bxc6 6 Bc4 Nf6 7 0-0 (Morphy—Léwenthal, London 1858) 7... Bc5 =. 


(b) 6... £5 7 N1c3 a6 8 Bg5! Qd7 9 Nd5 axb5 10 cxb5 gives White the better of the 
complications, Pinski-Dobrotka, Bojnice 1994. 


(c) 7 b3!? Nf6 (7... a6?! 8 N5c3 f5 9 Bd3 f4 10 Nd5 +, Z. Almasi—Ivanovié, Yu- 
goslavia 1997) 8 Bd3 0-0 9 0-0 Nd7 10 N1c3 a6 11 Na3 Bg5 12 Bb2 + (as White 
preserves his dark-squared bishop), Khalifman—Sherbakov, Russian Chp. 
1995. : 


(d) (A) 9Nd5 Re8 10 Be3 Bg5 11 Bb6 Qd7 12 Bd3 Bd8 =, McDonald—Kinsman, 
Capelle la Grande 1991. (B) 9 Be2 Bg5 10 0-0 (10 Bxg5 Qxg5 11 0-0 Rd8 
12 Nd5 Nf6 13 Nc7+ Kf8 =, Anand—van der Wiel, Wijk aan Zee 1989) 10... Bxc1 
11 Rxc1 Nf6 12 Nc2 0-0 13 Qd2 Qbé6 14 b3 Rfd8 =, Z, Almasi—Fauland, Aus- 
tria 1995. 


(e) 13 Qd2 Rc8 14 b3 Qb6 15 Kh1 Qa7 16 Nd5 Nd7 17 Nce3 Kh8 18 Bb1 Nd4 
19 f4 +, Asirian—Moiseenko, European Individual Chess Competition 2005. 


(f) 9 b3 Qa5 10 Nabi Nf6 11 Bd3 0-0 12 0-0 (Aseev—Kalinichev, Berlin 1992) 
12... Bg4 13 £3 Be6 », 


a 
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(g) 9... Bg5 10 Nc2 Nf6?! 11 Bxg5 hxg5 12 Qd2 Rh6 13 Qxgs Rg6 14 Qe3 Rxg2 
15 0-0-0 +, Hjartarson—Spraggett, Manila Int. 1990. 


(h) 13 Rxc1 Ng6 14 Bg4 0-0 15 Ne3 Nd4 16 Ne2 +, Kuzmin—Sveshnikov, USSR 
1987, 


(i) (A) 8... Nf6 9 Bg5 transposes into the Sveshnikov Variation, covered in the 
previous pages. (B) 8...Nce7 allows the promising sacrifice 9 Bg5 h6 
10 Bxb5t! axb5 11 Nxb5 Ra6 (11... Ra7 12 Nxa7 Qa5t 13 Qd2 Qxa7 14 Be3 +, 
Feigin-I. Ivanov, Kharkov 1997) 12 Nde7t Kd7 13 Qd2! hxg5 14 Nxa6 Nc6 
15 Nac7 Nd4 16 0-0-0 +, Edelman—Benjamin, New York 1993, Safer play for 
White is 9 c4 Nxd5 10 exd5 bxc4 11 Nxc4 Ni6 12 Be3 Rb8 13 Be2 Be7 14 a4 
0-0 15 0-0 Bb7 16 Nb6 Nd7 17 a5 =, Karjakin—Kosteniuk, match 2003. 


() 9...Nxd5 10 cxd5 Ne7 11 Nc2 Bd7 12 Bd3 g6 13 0-0 +, Kasparov—Lautier, 
Moscow Rapid 2002. 


(k) 11... Be7 12 Be3 Nf5 13 Bd2 e4 14 bxa6 0-0 15 Be2 Bf6 =, Carlsen—Radjabov, 
Wijk aan Zee 2007. 


(1) 13 Nc2 Be7 14 Bd3 Nxe3 15 Nxe3 0-0 16 0-0 f5 =, Diermer—Sarre, Graz 2006. 


(m) Against the slower 9... Nge7 White plays 10 h4! h5 11 Bg5 d5 12 exd5 Nb4 
13 Bxe7! Kxe7 14 Bd3 Nxd3t 15 Qxd3 Qxd3 16 cxd3 Bf5 17 0-0-0 with a def- 
inite endgame plus, Klundt—Meister, Linz 1995. 


(n) 13 Rc1 (better than the old 13 Qd3 Nxc2t 14 Kd2 Qxd3t 15 Bxd3 Nxe3 
16 Nxa8 Nd5 17 Raci Ngf6 18 Nc7 Nb6 c as the knight on c7 is trapped) 13... 
Bg4 14 Qd3 Qxd3 15 Bxd3 Rd8 16 h3 Bhd 17 4 {6 18 Kf2 Nh6 19 c4 , Star- 
rer—Radulski, Bulgaria 1991. 


(0) 8 Qa3 Nge7 9 Nc3 Rb8 10 Be3 b5 11 Nd5 Nxd5 12 exd5 b4 13 Qa4 +, Freitag— 
Neulinger, Austria 1995. 


(p) 10...d5 11 a3 d4 12 axb4 dxc3t 13 Ke3! +, Velimirovié—-Ristié, Yugoslavia 
1979. 


(q) 13 £3 0-0 14 Ke2 = as White has the bishop pair in the endgame, 


(rt) (A) 4... Nxd4?! 5 Qxd4 just centralizes the white queen. (B) 4... Qc7 5 c4 e6 
(5... Qe5 6 Be3 Qxe4 7 Nc3 + with a big lead in development) 6 Nc3 Nié 
7 Be3 b6 (Ivanchuk—Kamsky, Dortmund 1992) 8 Qd2 +. (C) 4... g6 is the Ac- 
celerated Dragon. 


(s) More circumspect is 5 Nb3 Nf6 6 Nc3 e6 7 Bd3 Be7 8 0-0 a6 9 Kh1 Qc7 10 f4 
d6 11 Qf3 0-0 12 Bd2 b5 13 Kh1 Bb7 14 Qh3 with attacking chances, Lobron— 
Griinfeld, Dortmund 1983. 


(t) 8... Qa5t 7 N5c3 e6 8 Nd2 b5 9 a4 b4 10 Nc4 Qc7 11 Nd5! exd5 12 exd5 Nb8 
13 Qe2 d6 14 Bb6t Qe7 15 Nxd6t Kd7 16 Ne4 is a tremendous attack as White 
threatens 17 Qb5t! mating, Ehlvest~Smirin, Moscow 1992, 


(u) 7 Nd4 N{6 8 Nc3 e5 9 Nf5 d5 10 exd5 Nb4 =, Czebe—Knezevié, Budapest 1996. 
The column is Kaidanov—Yermolinsky, Asheville 1992. 
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NON-OPEN SICILIANS 


HE NON-OPEN VARIATIONS are those in which White does not play 2 Nf3 
and 3 d4, opening up the game. These offer him/her less chance 

| for the advantage, but there is less theory to learn and there may be 
surprise value in the unusual lines. 

The Closed Sicilian main line is 2 Nc3 Nc6 3 g3 g6 4 Bg2 Bg7 5 d3 d6 
(columns 1-6), see diagram below. This was a useful weapon of Spassky’s 
throughout his career. White expands on the kingside without opening a 
central front as in the open variations. Black has little theoretical diffi- 
culty in equalizing, yet White often gets attacking chances against an un- 
wary opponent. 


Minor Closed Variations are covered in columns 7-10. These are an 
assortment of plans White has tried in practice. As with the main line 
Closed Variation, Black has few theoretical difficulties. 

In columns 11—12 we cover the Smith-Morra Gambit, 2 d4 cxd4 3 c3. 
This is entertaining, but Black can gain the advantage with proper play. 

2 c3 has seen a surge of interest in recent years. This is a safe contin- 
uation that avoids all the theory of the open lines, yet still allows White to 
play an active game. The reader will notice the dense material of these 
columns, reflecting the many new plans that have been discovered. 

.. Nf6 (columns 1-3) has recently been reliable for Black. 2...d5 
(columns 4—5) and 2... e6 (column 6) are also reasonable. 

3 Bb5 is White’s best theoretical alternative to the open variations. 
This logical developing move allows White to castle and retains options 
for various plans. The move has more punch against 2... Nc6 (columns 
1—4) when Black may be saddled with doubled pawns. 2...d6 3 Bb5t 
(columns 5-6) is considered more of a drawing line. 

The f4 Attack arises by 2 Nc3 and 3 f4 (columns 1-3) or 2 f4 
(columns 4-6), although the latter can be met by the aggressive 2... d5 
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(column 4). The variation has been often used on the English Grand Prix 
circuit and offers scope for original play. 

Unusual Second Moves include Nimzovich’s offbeat line 2 Nf3 Nf6 
(columns 1-2), O’Kelley’s tricky line 2 . . . a6 (column 3), 2 g3 (column 4), 
the optimistic Wing Gambit, 2 b4 (column 5), and the rare 2 b3 (column 6). 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Closed Variation (main lines) 
1 e4 cS 2 Nc3 Nc6 3 g3 g6 4 Bg2 Bg7 5 a3 d6(a) 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
GC Fa iiectagiaetseeseteaidedes Be3 0. cssecsessceseescsenens Nh3B .......45 Nge2 
OB sve cicesens e5(f) OB. .cceeaseees e6(1) e6(p) e5(s) 
7 Nfs Nha(g) Qd2 Qd2 0-0 0-0 
Nge7 Nge7 Nge7(i) Nge7 Nge7 Nge7 
8 0-0 0-0 Nfa(j) Bh6(m) Be3 Be3 
0-0(b) exf4!(h) 0-0 Bxh6(n) 0-0 0-0 
9 Be3(c) Nxf4 0-0 Qxh6 Qd2 a3(t) 
Nd4 0-0 £5 Nd4 Nd4(q) Be6 
10 e5(d) Be3 Bh6 0-0-0 £4 Rb1 
Nef5 Rb8 Be6 Qa5d Rb8s Qd7 
11 ~—«éBF2 Qd2 Bxg7 Qg7 Nd1 b4 
Nxf3t b5 - Kxg7 Rfs £5 Nd4 
12 8 Qxf3 a3 Ng5 Qxh7 c3 Nd5 
Nd4(e) a5 = Bg8(k) Nec6(o) Ndc6(r) b6 = 


(a) 5... e6 6 Be3 Nd4 (6... d6 transposes into column 4) 7 Nce2 Ne7 8 c3 Nxe2 
9 Nxe2 d6 10 0-0 0-0 11 Qd2 Re8 12 d4 +, Smyslov-Golombek, London 1947, 


(b) 8... Rb8?! 9 e5! d5!? 10 Nb5 0-0 11 Nd6 +, Brih—Bellaiche, French League 
2001. 


(c) 9 Bd2 Rb8 10 Rb1 b5 11 a3 Qd7 12 Kh1 a5 13 a4_b4 14 Nb5 Na7 =, Spassky— 
J. Polgar, Monaco 1994. 


(d) Less tactical play is 10 Qd2 Rb8 11 Rae1 b5 12 Nh4 b4 13 Ndi f5 =, Csom— 
Minié, Berlin 1968. 


(e) 13 Qd1 dxe5 14 fxe5 Bxe5 15 Ne4f5 16 Nxc5 Qc7 17 b4 Bg7 18 c3 (18 Rel a5! 
19 c3 Nb5 +) 18... Nb5 19 Qb3 Nxc3 20 Rae1 Qf7 21 Nxe6 Bxe6 22 Rxe6 
a5 =, Balashov-Karpman, Moscow 1989. 


(f) 6... Nf6 7 Nf3 0-0 8 0-0 Rb8 9 h3 b5 10 a3 a5 11 Be3 b412 axb4 axb4 13 Ne2 
Bb7 14 b3 Ra8 15 Re1 Ra2Z 16 g4 Qa8 17 Qel Qa6 18 Qf2 Na7 19 f5 with at- 
tacking chances, though Black has counterplay, Spassky—Geller, match 1966. 
Van Wely likes to play this line for Black. 


(g) Black equalizes routinely after 7 Nf3 Nge7 8 0-0 0-0 9 Be3 Nd4 10 Qd2 exf4 
11 Bxf4 Nxf3t 12 Rxf3 Be6 13 Bh6 Nc6 14 Bxg7 Kxg7 =, Smyslov—Tal, Lenin- 
grad 1962. 


(h) (A) An old trap is 8... 0-0?! 9 f5! gxf5 10 exf5 Bxf5 11 Rxf5 Nxf5 12 Be4 +, 
since 12... Nfe7? 13 Bxh7t Kxh7 14 Qh5t Kg8 15 Ng5 wins immediately. 
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(B) Also difficult for Black is 8... Nd4 9 f5! gxf5 10 Qh5 h6 11 Rf2 Be6 12 Be3 
Qd7 13 Raf1 0-0-0 14 Bxd4 cxd4 15 exf5! Nxf5 16 Nd5 Ne3 17 Rxf7 Nxd5 
18 Rxd7 +, Sale—Psakhis, PortoroZ 1995. The column is Balashov—Kharlov, 
Russian League 2001. 


(i) Black also gains equality with 7... Be6 8 f4 Nge7 9 Nf3 Nd4 10 0-0 0-0 
11 Rae1 Nxf3t 12 Bxf3 Qd7, Hort—Tal, Wijk aan Zee 1968, 


(j) 8 Bh6 0-0 9h4 Bxh6 10 Qxh6 f6 11 Qd2 Nd4 =, Orlov—Tischbierek, Porto San 
Giorgio 2003. 


(k) 13 exf5 Nxf5 14 Kh1i Nfd4 with chances for both sides, Pekarek—Gschnitzer, 
Germany 1993. 


(1) Black can choose immediate queenside play—6 ... Rb8 7 Qd2 b5 8 f4 b4 
9 Nd1 e6 10 Nf3 Nge7 11 g4 f5! =, La Rota—Kudrin, New York 1996. 


(m) 8 f4 0-0 9 Nf3 Nd4 10 0-0 transposes into note (d). 


(n) White gets attacking chances after 8... 0-0 9 Bxg7 Kxg7 10 h4 hé 11 f4 f6 
12 g4 Nd4 13 Nh3 Nec6 14 0-0, Smyslov—Brinck-Claussen, Copenhagen 1986. 


(0) 13 Kb1 Bd7 14 Nf3 Nb4 with good attacking possibilities for the pawn, 
Wanzek—Movsesian, Slovakia 1995. 


(p) 6... e5 7 0-0 Nge7 8 f4 transposes into column 2. 


(q) 9...b6 10 Bh6 Bxh6 11 Qxhé f6 12 Qd2 Bb7 13 £4 d5 14 Nf2 Qd7 15 Rae1 f5 
16 Qc1 d4 17 Ne2 +, C. Hansen—van Wely, Cap d’Agde 1996. 


(r) 13 Kh1 b6 14 Bg1 d5 15 exd5 Nxd5 =, Spraggett—Yrjéla, Yerevan Ol: 1996. 


(s) 6...e5 is most effective against 6 Nge2 since the f5 advance is harder for 
White to achieve. Black gains equality more slowly with 6... e6 7 0-0 Nge7 
8 Bg5 0-0 9 Qd2 Rb8 10 Bhé b5 11 Bxg7 Kxg7 12 f4 Nd4 13 Nxd4 cxd4 14 Ne2 
e5 =, Spassky—Karpov, Bugojno 1986. 6. . . Nf6 7 0-0 0-0 is also acceptable for 
Black. 


(t) 9 Qd2 Rb8 10 h3 b5 11 f4 b4 12 Ndi Nd4 13 g4 Nxe2t 14 Qxe2 exf4 F, 
Kholmov—Doda, Leningrad 1967. The column is Ekstom—Akesson, Sweden 
1995. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Minor Closed Variations and Smith-Morra Gambit 


1e4c5 
7 8 9 10 11 12 
2 NCB hist iia eave daves NEB ociii cri dieaeicdsies d4 (Smith-Morra Gambit) 
NG6......0005 06 NCG.....00088 d6 cxd4 
3 ga g3 Nc3 c3(m) c3 
e6 d5 e5(i) Nfé dxc3(p) 
4  Bg2 exd5(f) Bc4 h3?!(n) Nxc3 
Nf6 exd5 Be7 Nc6 Nc6 
5 Nge2(a) Bg2 d3 Bd3 Nf3 
d5(b) Nf6 d6 ds! (3 Deere e6(s) 
6 exd5 Nge2 Nda2(j) e5 Bc4 Bc4 
exd5 d4 Nf6é(k) Nd7 a6! (q). Qc7(t) 
7 da Ne4 Nf1 66 0-0 Qe2 
cxd4 Nxe4 Bg4 fxe6 Nfé Nfé 
8 Nxd4 Bxe4 £3 Ngs b4 0-0 
Bb4(c) Nd7 , Be6 Nf6 Bg4 Ng4 
9 0-0 da(g) Ne3 Bxh7 bs Nbs 
0-0 Nf6 Nd7 Nxh7 Bxf3 Qbs 
10  Bgs(d) Bg2 0-0 Qh5t gxf3 h3 
Bxc3(e) Bd6é(h) 0-0(1) Kd7(o) axb5(r) h5(u) 


(a) 5 £4 d5 6 e5 Nd7 7 Nf3 Be7 8 0-0 0-0 9 d3 Rb8 10 Kh1 b5 11 Ne2 b4 12 g4 f6 
13 exf6 Nxf6 with chances for both sides, Lukin—Sveshnikov, St. Petersburg 
1994, 


(b) 5... d6 6 0-0 Be7 7 d3 (7 d4 cxd4 8 Nxd4 Bd7 9 a4 a6 transposes into the 
Taimanov Variation, 6 g3) 7... 0-0 8 f4 Bd7 9 Kh1 Rc8 10 Be3 +, Gdanski- 
Adorjan, Budapest 1993. 


(c) 8... Bg49 Qd3 Be7 10 h3 Be6 11 Nxe6 fxe6 12 0-0 0-0 13 Bg5 h6 14 Bd2 Qd7 
15 Rae1 +, Fischer—Bertok, Rovinj/Zagreb 1970. 


(d) 10 Nce2 is solid, but Black should hold the balance by active play—10...h6 
11 c3 Bc5 12 Be3 Bb6 13 h3 Re8 14 Re1 Ne5, 


(e) 11 bxc3 h6é! 12 Bf4 (12 Bxf6 Qxf6 13 Bxd5 Rd8) 12... Bg4 13 Qd3 Qd7 
14 Rfel Rfe8 15 Nxc6 bxc6 16 Qd4 Bh3 =, Spassky~G. Garcia, Linares 1981, 


(f) 4 Bg2 dxe4 5 Nxe4 Be7 6 Ne2 Nf6 7 d4 Nxe4 8 Bxe4 Nc6 =, Abramovié— 
Cvetkovié, Iceland 1989. 


(g) 9 0-0 Nfé 10 Bg2 Bd6 11 3 d3 12 Nf4 0-013 Nxd3 Bxg3 14 fxg3 Qxd3 15 Qf3 
Qxf3 =, Spassky—Kasparov, Bugojno 1982. 
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(h) 11 0-0 0-0 12 Bf4 Bg4 13 Bxd6 Qxd6 =, Kuipers—van den Berg, Holland 1995. 


(i) Other moves such as 3... e6,3...g6,or3... Nf6 allow 4 d4, transposing to 
open Sicilian lines. 


(j) (A) Adams—Coleman, British Chp. 1989, saw the creative sacrifice 6 Ng5!? 
Bxg5 7 Qh5 Be7 8 Qxf7t Kd7 9 Qxg7 Nf6 10 0-0, and although White won 
the game he has at best compensation for the piece. (B) 6 Nd5 Nf6 7 c3 Nxd5 
8 Bxd5 0-0 9 a3 Bf6! 10 b4 Ne7 11 Bb3 b6 12 0-0 Bb7 =, Balashov—Yakovich, 
Russian Chp. 1994. (C) 6 0-0 Be6 7 Nd5 Nf6 8 Ng5 Bxd5 9 exd5 Nb8 =, Hector— 
Sherbakov, Aalborg 1993. 


(k) 6... Bg5 7 h4 Bh6 8 Qhs Qd7 9 Nd5 Rb8 10 a4 Qd8 11 Nf Bxc1 12 Rxc1 
Nge7 13 Nxe7 Qxe7 =, Movsesian—Radjabov, ECU Cup 2006. 


Q) 11 Ned5 Bg5 12 £4 exf4 13 Nxf4 Bxf4 14 Rxf4 Nde5d =, Nisipeanu—Ikonnikou, 
Vlissingen 2003. 


(m) (A) 3 c4 is well met by 3... e5 or 3... Bg4. (B) 3 Bce4 Nf6 4 d3 e6 5 Bb3 Be7 
6 0-0 0-0 7 c3 b5 8 Re1 Bb7 9 Nbd2 Nc6 =, Waitzkin—Wolff, New York 1996. 
(C) 3 Nc3 Nf6 (3... e5 4 Bc4 Be7 5 d3 Ncé transposes into the previous col- 
umn) 4 e5!? dxe5 5 Nxe5 Nbd7 6 Nc4 g6 7 g3 Nbé6 8 Nxb6 Qxb6 =, P. Popovié— 
Browne, Novi Sad 1979. 


(n) The e-pawn is protected because of 5 Qa4t. (A) On 4 Bd3 Nc6 5 Bc2 Bg4 6 d3 
g6 is even chances. (B) 4 Be2 Nc6 5 d4 cxd4 6 cxd4 Nxe4 7 d5 Qa5t 8 Nc3 
Nxc3 9 bxc3 Ne5 10 Nxe5 Qxc3t 11 Bd2 Qxe5 leaves the onus on White to jus- 
tify his two-pawn sacrifice. 


(0) 11 Nxh7 b6 12 0-0 Ba6 13 Rel Qe8 14 Nf6t exf6 15 Qxh8 Qg6 with over- 
whelming compensation for the exchange, Gonzalez—Vera, Cuban Chp. 1996. 


(p) Black can decline the gambit and reach a reasonable position. Either 
3... Nf6 4 e5 Nd5 transposing into the 2 c3 Sicilian, or 3... d3 4 Bxd3 Nc6 
5 c4 d6 6 Nc3 g6 7 h3 Bg7 8 Nf3 Bxc3t 9 bxc3 Nf6 leaves chances for both 
sides. A very sharp alternative is 3... d5 4 exd5 Qxd5 5 cxd4 covered under 
the 2 c3 Sicilian. 


(q) (A) The older line is 6...e6 7 0-0 Nf6 8 Qe2 a6 9 Bg5 Be7 10 Rfd1 Qc7 
11 Raci 00 12 Bb3 h6 13 Bf4 e5 with even chances, Fischer—Korchnoi, 
Buenos Aires 1960. (B) A trap is 6...Nf6? 7 e5! dxe5 8 Qxd8t Nxd8 
(8... Kxd8 9 Ng5) 9 Nb5 Rb8 10 Nxe5 e6 11 Nc7t! Ke7 12 Be3 Nc6 13 0-0-0! 
and Black is in dire straits, Kristiansen—Roberts, Harrachov 1967. The impor- 
tant point of the column’s 6... a6 is that it prevents Nb5 in the ending, so e5 
is not a threat as the ending would now be good for Black 


(r) 11 Bxb5 g6 12 Nd5 Bg7 13 Bb2 0-0 14 Nxf6t Bxf6 15 ee exf6 =, Hughes— 
Wells, Monarch Assurance 2005. 


(s) 5... g6 6 Bc4 Bg7 7 e5 (7 0-0 d6 8 Qe2z Nf6 9 Rd1 Bg4 +) 7... Nh6 8 0-0 0-0 
9 Bf4 Na5 10 Bd5 e6 11 Be4 d5 12 exd6 £5 , Torres—West, Thessaloniki 1988. 


(t) 6...Bb470-0 Nge7 8 Qe2 0-0 9 Rd1 allows White a strong initiative in the 
center. 


(u) 11 g3 Nge5 12 Nxe5 Nxe5 13 Bf4 a6 produces a sharp position with roughly 
equal chances, Schmidt—Miiller, Germany 1993. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


2c3 
10465203 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
NIG scccedatesscochdeisaateaseacteebaraadeay OD iiieadideativavacalevedis e6(y) 
3 e5 exd5 d4 
Nd5 Qxd5 d5 
4 d4(a) d4 exd5(z) 
cxd4 Nf6(q) exd5 
5 NEB 2 svi veeinss Cea wineGagewcs Qxd4(n) Nf3 Nf3(aa) 
Nc6.......4.. e6(k) e6 66 catincies Bg4(v) Nc6 
6 Bc4(b) cxd4 Nf3(0) Bda(r) Be2(w). Bb5 
Nb6(c). b6 , Ncé -Be7 e6 Bd6 
7 Bb3 Nc3(1) Qe4 0-0 h3 dxc5 
d5(d) Nxc3 d6 0-0 Bh5 Bxc5 
8 exd6 bxc3 ‘Nbd2(p) _—Bea(s) 0-0 0-0 
Qxd6 Qc7! dxe5 cxd4 Nc6 Nge7 
9 0-0(e) Bd2 Nxe5 cxd4 Be3 Nbd2 
Be6(f) Bb7 Nxe5 Nc6 cxd4 0-0 
10. Na3(g) Bd3 Qxe5 Nc3 cxd4 Nb3 
dxc3(h) d6 Qd6é Qdé(t) Bb4 Bb6 
11 Qe2(i) 0-0 Bb5t a3 a3 Re1 
Bxb3(j) Nd7(m) Bd7= b6(u) Ba5(x) Nf5(bb) 


(a) (A) 4 Nf3 Nc6 5 Bc4 Nb6 6 Bb3 c4 7 Bc2 Qc7 8 Qe2 g5! 9 h3 Bg7 10 0-0 Nxe5 
11 Nxg5 d5 =, Rozentalis-van Wely, Bled Ol. 2002. (B) For those who strongly 
wish to avoid theory, 4 g3 is recommended—4 .. . d6 5 exd6 Qxd6 6 Bg2 Nc6é 
7 Ne2 Bf5 8 d4 e6 9 Na3 Qd7 with chances for both sides, Hoffman—de Fir- 
mian, Buenos Aires 1995. 


(b) Black equalizes after the natural 6 cxd4 d6 7 Bc4 Nb6 8 Bb3 (8 Bb5 dxe5 
9@ Nxe5 Bd7 =) 8... dxe5 9 d5 Na5 10 Nc3 Nxb3 11 Qxb3 e6 12 Nxe5 Nxd5 
13 Qb5t Bd7 14 Qxb7 Bb4 15 Bd2-(15 Nxd7 Qc8l=).15...Bxc3 16 bxc3 
Qc8 =, Fressinet-van der Wiel, Wijk aan Zee B 2004, Also making no problems 
for Black is 7 Nc3 dxe5 8 dxe5 Nxc3 9 Qxd&t Nxd8 10 bxc3 g6 =, Sveshnikov— 
Kozul, Nova Gorica 1896, , 


(c) The old defense is 6 . . . e6 7 cxd4 d6 8 0-0 Be7 9 Qe2 0-0 10 Nc3 Nxc3 11 bxa3 
b6 12 Bd3 with attacking chances for White. 


(d) (A) 7... d6 8 oxd6 arrives at the same position (7 ...d5 intends 8 cxd4 Bg4 
and 9... e6 with an easy game). (B) Too greedy is 7... dxc3?! 8 Nxc3 e6 
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9 Ne4 Bb4t 10 Bd2 0-0 11 Bc3 Bxc3t 12 bxc3 £6 13 exf6 gxf6 14 Nd6 +, Vilinen— 
Innala, 1993. 


(e) 9 Na3 dxc3 10 Qe2 Bf5 11 Nb5 Qd7 12 Ne5 Nxe5 13 Qxe5 Rc8! F, Markovic— 
Vuckovic, Kopacnik 2005. 


(f£) (A) A common mistake is 9... Bf5?! 10 Nxd4 Nxd4 11 cxd4 e6 12 Nc3 Be7 
13 Qf3! + (Lautier-J. Polgar, Hilversum 1993) as both 13... Qxd4 14 Qxb7 
and 13 ...Qd7 14 d5 put Black in real difficulties. (B) 9... e6 10 cxd4 Be7 
11 Nc3 2. 


(g) 10 Bxe6 Qxe6 11 Nxd4 Nxd4 12 Qxd4 Rd8 13 Qh4 Qe2! allows Black good 
counterplay as many games have shown. On 14 Be3 Qxb2 15 Nd2 Rxd2 
16 Rab1 Qxa2 F. 


(h) 10... Bxb3 11 Qxb3 Qd5 (11...e6 12 Nb5 +) 12 Nb5 Rc8“13 Nfxd4 Nxd4 
14 Nxd4 e6 15 Rd1 Bc5 16 Qb5t Ke7 17 Qe2 Rhd8 18 Be3 Qe5 19 Qg4 =, 
Benjamin—Browne, U.S. Chp. 1997. 


(i) 11 Nb5 Qxd1 12 Rxd1 Rc8 13 Bxe6 fxe6 14 bxc3 Nc4! F. 


(j) 12 Nb5 Qbs 13 axb3 e5 14 Nbd4 f6 15 bxc3 Be7 16 Nf5 0-0 17 N3h4 Rf7 =, 
Howell—Wells, 4NCL 2005. 


(k) Rarely played but reasonable is 5... d6 6 Bc4 Nb6 7 Bb5t Nc6 8 cxd4 dxe5 
transposing into note (b). On 7 Bb3 dxe5 8 Nxe5 e6 9 0-0 Nc6 is equal, 
Kharlov—Yudasin, Kemerov 1995. 


(1) 7 Bd3 Bb4t 8 Bd2 Bxd2t 9 Qxd2 Ba6 10 Be4 Nc6 11 Bxd5 exd5 12 Nc3 d6 =, 
White—Truman, Torquay 2002. 


(m) 12 Ng5!? (12 Re1 =) 12... . dxe5 13 Qh5 g6 14 Qh3 Be7 15 Rae1 Qd8 is equal, 
but sharp, Hutchinson—Jackson, Masters 2007. 


(n) ; cxd4 can be met by either 5...e6 6 Nf3 transposing into column 2, or 
. d6 6 Bc4 Nb6 7 Bb5t Nc6 (7 . . . Bd7 8 e6! Bxb5 9 Qh5 +) 8 Nc3 (8 d5 a6) 
. dxe5 9 d5 a6 10 Ba4 Nxa4 11 Qxa4 b5 12 Nxb5 Bd7! 13 Neo3 Nd4 14 Qd1 

ae =, Rozentalis—Sadler, Hastings 1997/98. 


(0) 6 Bc4 Nc6 7 Qe4 Nde7!? 8 f4 d5 9 exd6 Nf5 10 Bd3 Bxd6 11 Nf3 Qc7 12 0-0 
h5 =, Vavpetié—Kozul, Ljubljana 1994, 


(p) 8 Bb5 Bd7 9 c4 Nc7 10 exd6 Bxd6 11 0-0 Nxb5 12 cxb5 Ne7 =, Stein- 
Plachetka, Copenhagen 1990. The column is Rogers—Yudasin, Moscow Ol. 
1994, 


' 
(q) (A) 4... cxd4 5 cxd4 Nc6 (5...e5 6 Nf3 +) 6 Nf3 e5 (an old sharp line 
is 6... Bg4 7 Nc3 Bxf3 8 gxf3 Qxd4 9 Qxd4 Nxd4 10 Nb5! Nc2t 11 Kd1 Rc8 
12 Nxa7 Rc5 and Black seems to hang on) 7 Nc3 Bb4 8 Bd2 Bxc3 9 Bxc3 e4 
10 Ne5 Nxe5 11 dxe5 Ne7 12 Be2 0-0 13 0-0 Qe6 14 Qd4 Qg6 15 Rfe1 +, Sma- 
gin—Yagupov, Moscow 1995. (B) 4... 65 5 dxe5 Qxd1t 6 Kxd1 Nc6 7 f4 Bf5 
8 Nf3 0-0-0t 9 Kei f6 10 Bb5 +, Rozentalis—Ftacnik, Germany 1994. 


(r) (A) 6 Be3 cxd4 7 cxd4 Nc6 8 Nc3 Qdé 9 a3 Be7 10 Bd3 b6! 11 0-0 Bb7 12 Qe2 
0-0 biol eee: into note (u) at the end of the column. Less accurate is 
10...0-0 11 Qc2! £ forcing 11...Bd7 as 11... b6 12 Ne4 wins a pawn. 
(B) 6 Na3 Qd8 7 Bf4 Nc6 8 dxc5 Nab 9 Bd6 Bxd6 10 cxd6 Qxd6 11 Nb5 Qe7 
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12 c4 a6! 13 cxd5 exd5t =, van der Werf—Hulak, Wijk aan Zee 1995. (C) 6 Be2 
cxd4 7 Qxd4 Nc6 8 Qxd5 Nxd5 =, Sevillano—Matikozian, SCCF 2006. 


(s) 8 c4 Qh5 9 Be2 (9 dxc5 Rd8 10 Bf4 Qxc5 =) 9... Rd8 10 Be3 cxd4 11 Nxd4 
Qe5 12 Nc3 Bd7 13 Bf3 Nc6é =, Dvoretsky—Polugaevsky, Leningrad 1974. 
White has played 10 Ne5 Qh4 11 Nf3 to repeat the position, so if Black wishes 
to avoid a draw he should play 7... cxd4. , 


(t) 10 . . ; Qa5 11 a3 Nd5 12 Nxd5 Qxd5 13 Rei Rd8 14 Be4 Qad.15 Qe2 +, 
Sveshnikov—Mieses, Riga 2006. 


(u) 12 Qe2 Bb7 13 Rad1 hé 14 Rfei Rfd8 15 Bb1 Bf8 with chances for both sides, 
V. Ivanov—Zagrebelny, Moscow 1995. 


(v) 5...Nc6 6 dxc5!? (6 Be3 cxd4 7 cxd4 e6 8 Nc3 Qd6 9 Bd3 Be7 10 a3 is like 
the previous column) 6... Qxdit (6...Qxc5 7 Na3 Ne4 8 Qe2 Bfs 9 h3 
Bd3 10 Qd2 +) 7 Kxd1 e5 8 b4 Bf5 9 Bb5 0-0-0t 10 Ke2 Be7 11 Be3 Nd5 
12 Bxc6 bxc6 13 Nxe5 Rhe8 is a very sharp, unresolved position, Sermek— 
Wirthensohn, Mitropa Cup 1993. 


(w) 6 Nbd2 Nc6 7 Bc4 Bxf3 8 gxf3 (8 Qb3 Na5 9 Bxd5 Nxb3 10 Nxf3 Nxd5 =, 
Shirov—J. Polgar, Dos Hermanas 1997) 8... Qf5 9 Qb3 0-0-0! 10 Bxf7 Nd5 
41 Bxd5 Rxd5 + (Deep Blue). 


(x) 12 Ne3 Qd6 13 Nb5 (Deep Blue—Kasparov, match 1996), now 13...Qd5 is 
equal as 14 Bc4 Bxf3! is good. Instead Kasparov played 13 . . . Qe7?! 14 Ne5 
Bxe2 15 Qxe2 0-0 16 Rac1 Rac8 17 Bg5! and suffered a loss in 37 moves. 


(y) (A) Black has played 2... d6 3 d4 Nf6 intending 4 dxc5 Nc6! 5 cxd6 Nxe4 
6 dxe7 Qxd1t. White can play simply 4 Bd3 Ncé 5 Nf3 Bg4 6 d5 +, (B) 2... b6 
3 d4 Bb7 4 Bd3 Nf6é 5 Nd2 +. (C) 2... e5 3 Nf3 Nc6 4 Be4 =, 


(z) Many players (such as Benjamin) play 4 e5 transposing into the Advance Vari- 
ation of the French Defense. 


(aa) 5 Be3 cxd4 (5... c46 b3 uxb3 7 axb3 Bd6 8 Bd3 Nc6'9 Qf3 allows White some 
initiative) 6 Bxd4 Nc6 7 Bb5 Ne7 8 Qe2 Be6 9 Nf3 Nf5 10 e4 Nd6 11 Bxc6t 
bxc6 12 Ne5 Qc7 with chances for both sides, Blatny—Ziiger, Prague 1996. 


(bb) 12 Bd3 h6 13 Bc2 Qd6 14 Qd3 Rd8! 15 Be3 (15 p4 Qe6) 15... Bxe3 16 fxe3 
g6 =, Ivanchuk—Lobron, Dortmund 1995. 


SICILIAN DEFENSE 


With 3 Bb5 
1e4c5 2 Nfi3 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
Bi SING irccedacica tani oteasiaae nie agate cape wees: dé ° 
3 Bb5 Bb5t 
PG covert dina vveaveteceiexs BBssccetileecs Nf6(m) Bd7.......... Nd7(u) 
4 O-0.......0008 Bxc6 0-0(i) Nc3 Bxd7t d4 
Bg7 bxc6(f) Nge7 Nd4(n) Qxd7(q) Ngi6 
5 Rei(a) 0-0 c3(j) e5 0-0(r) Nc3 
Nf6(b) Bg7 a6 Nxb5 Nc6 cxd4(v) 
6 c3(c) Rel Be2(k) Nxb5 c3(s) Qxd4 
0-0 Nhé(g) d5 Nd5 Nf6 e5(w) 
7 4 c3 exd5 Ngo! Re1(t) Qd3 
d5! 0-0 Nxd5 £5(0) 06 hé 
8 e5(d) d4 d4 0-0 d4 Be3 
Ne4 cxd4 cxd4 a6 cxd4 Be7 
9 Nbd2 cxd4 Nxd4 Nc3 cxd4 Bc4. 
cxd4 {6 Bd6 Nxc3 d5 a6 
10 cxd4 Nc3 Nxc6 dxc3 e5 a4 
Qhbé6(e) d6(h) bxc6 (1) Qb6(p) Ne4 = Qa5(x) 


(a) 5 c3 Nf6 6 e5 (6 d4 cxd4 7 cxd4 Nxe4 8 d5 Ndé! leaves White compensation 
for the pawn, but no more) 6...Nd5 7 d4 cxd4 8 cxd4 0-0 9 Nc3 Nc7! 
(9...Nxc3 10 bxc3 d6 11 exd6 Qxd6 12 a4 +) 10 Re1 Nxb5 11 Nxb5 d6é 
12 exd6 exd6 13 d5 Ne5 =, Fressinet-Mamedov, Kusadasi 2006. 


(b) On 5...e5 White has (A) 6 Bxc6 bxc6 7 c3 transposing into note (g), or (B) 
6 b4 cxb4 7 a3 Nge7 8 axb4 0-0! (taking the b-pawn allows White play with Ba3) 
9 Bxc6 bxc6 10 Bb2 d6 11 d4 =, Stellwagen—Carlsen, Wijk aan Zee 2005. 


(c) Black has fewer problems with (A) 6 e5 Nd5 7 Nc3 Nc7 8 Bxc6 dxc6 9 Ne4 
Ne6 10 d3 0-0 11 Be3 b6 12 Qd2 f5! =, Kramnik-Kasparov, Moscow (rapid) 
1996, and (B) 6 Nc3 0-0 7 e5 Ne& =. 


(d) 8 exd5 Qxd5 9 c4 Qd6 10 d5?7! Nd4! 11 Nxd4 cxd4 +, Gubanov—Svidler, St, 
Petersburg 1995. White loses the exchange after 12 Qxd4 Ng4 13 Qf4 Qxi4 
14 Bxf4 Bxb2. 


(e) 11 Bxc6 Qxc6 12 Nxe4 dxe4 13 d5 Qc4 14 Ng5 Bxed 15 Rxe4 Qa? =, 
Skripchenko-—Anchimeg, Bled Ol. 2002. 


(f) Also4... dxc65d3 Bg7 6 h3 e5 7 Nc3 Qe7 8 Be3 Nf6 9 Qd2 Nd7 10 Bhé6 Bxhe 
11 Qxh6 £6 12 0-0-0 Nf8 13 Nh4 Be6 =, Kveinys—Kelecevic, LIE 2004. 
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(g) (A) 6... Nf6 7 e5 Nd5 8 c4 Ne7 9 d4 cxd4 10 Qxd4 +, Kasparov—Salov, Dort- 
mund 1992. (B) 6... e5 7 c3! Ne7 8 d4 cxd4 9 cxd4 exd4 10 Nxd4 0-0 11 Nc3 
Bb7 12 Bg5 h6 13 Bh4 g5 14 Bg3 +, Smyslov—Zsu. Polgar, Monaco 1994. 


(h) 11 b3 Bd7 12 Bb2 Nf7 13 Qc2 Rc8 14 h3 Qe7 15 Rad1 Rfe8 16 Qd2 Qa5 leaves 
Black with almost equal chances, Rublevsky—Svidler, Russia 1996. 


(i) 4 Bxc6 bxc6 5 0-0 Ne7 6 b3 Ngé6 7 Bb2 f6 8 e5 Be7 9 d3 0-0 10 Nbd2 Qc7 =, 
Cuartas—Gulko, Bled Ol. 2002. 


(j) 5 Nc3 a6 (5 ...Nd4 6 Nxd4 cxd4 7 Ne2 a6 8 Ba4 Nc6 9 d3 Bc5 10 c4 Rb8 
11 Bf4 d6 12 b4! Bxb4 13 Nxd4 +, W. Watson—Nunn, Kilkenny 1996) 6 Bxc6 
Nxc6 7 d4 cxd4 8 Nxd4 Qc7 9 Re1 Bd6! 10 Nd5 exd5 11 exd5t Ned (Tim- 
man—Lautier, Horgen 1995) 12 f4 0-0 = 


(k) Black has no problems after 6 Ba4 b5 7 Bc2 Bb7 8 a4 Ng6 =, Spassov—Gulko, 
Biel Int. 1993. 


(1) 11 Bf3 Qe7 12 g3 0-0 13 Nd2 e5 (Svidler—Radjobov, Linares 2006), 14 Nc4 +. 


(m) (A) 3...Qb6 4 Bxc6 Qxc6 5 0-0 d6 6 d4 cxd4 7 Nxd4 Qxe4 8 Nc3 Qg4 
9 Qd3 +, Plaskett—Larsen, London 1989. (B) 3 .. . d6 transposes into note (u). 


(n) 4...g6 5 e5 Ng4 6 Bxc6 dxc6 7 h3 Nh6 8 Ne4 b6 9 Qe2 Nf5 10 c3 Bg7 
11 g4 +, Rytshagov—Spassov, Yerevan Ol. 1996. 


(o) (A)7...h6? 8 Nxf7! Kxf7 9 Qf3tr Ke6 10 c4Nb6 11 d4 d5 12 dxc5 dxc4 13 Be3 
Na4 14 Nd4t Resigns, Rasin—Schmitt, Boyston 1994. (B) 7... f6 8Ne4f5 9c4 
Nc7 10 Nxc5 +, Tal—Mnatsakanian, Yerevan 1986. 


(p) 11 a4 Qc6 12 b4 b5 13 axb5 axb5 14 Rxa8 Qxa8 15 e6 dxe6 16 Qe2 +, De la 
Villa—Gonzalez, Spanish Open Chp. 2006. 


(q) Also 4...Nxd7 5 0-0 (5 c4 Ne5!) Ngf6 6 Qe2 e6 7 d4 cxd4 8 Nxd4 Be7 9 c4 
0-0 10 b3 Re8 11 Bb2 a6 12 Nc3 Rc8 leaves White just a little more space, 
Oral—Stefansson, Pardubice 2000. 


(r) On 5 c4 Black should not grab a pawn with 5... Qg4? 6 0-0 Qxe4 7 d4 cxd4 
8 Nxd4 leaving White a strong initiative. Safe is 5... Nc6 6 0-0 g6 7 d4 cxd4 
8 Nxd4 Bg7 9 Be3 Nf6 =. 


(s) A tricky line is 6 b3 Nf6 7 Rel g6 8 c3 Bg7 9 d4 cxd4 10 cxd4 d5 11 e5 Ne4 
12 Bb2 0-0 13 Nbd2; now 13 ... Nxd2 14 Qxd2 e6 is equal, but the attractive- 
looking 13 .. . £5?! 14 exf6 Nxd2 15 Ne5! Nxe5 16 dxe5 left Black in difficul- 
ties, Christiansen—C. Hansen, Reykjavik 1998. 


(t) 7 d4 Nxe4 8 d5 Ne5! 9 Nxe5 dxe5 10 Re1 Nf6 11 Rxe5 e6 12 c4 Bd6 13 Rei 
0-0-0 =. The column is Knezevié—Fischer, Skopje 1967, . 


(u) 3... Nc6 4 0-0 Bd7 is rarely seen, for no particular reason. After 5 Re1 Nf6é 
6 c3 a6 (6... e6 7 d4 +) 7 Bxc6 Bxc6 8 d4 Bxe4 9 Bg5 Bd5 10 Nbd2 c4 11 b3 b5 
12 Qe2 Rc8 13 a4 White has compensation for the pawn, Brynell—Rogers, Lon- 
don 1990. Black must be accurate with this line; e.g., Timman—Cifuentes, Hol- 
land 1996, saw 5... a6?! 6 Bxc6 Bxc6 7 d4 cxd4 8 Nxd4 Nf6 9 Bg5 e6 10 Nxc6 
bxc6 11 Qf3 e5? 12 Bxf6 Qxf6 13 Qc3 +. 


(v) 5...a66 Bxd7t Nxd7 7 0-0 e6 8 Bg5 Qe7 9 dxc5 Nxc5 10 Qd4 f6 11 Be3 Be7 
12 a4 Nd7 13 Qd1 Ned 14 Nd4 =, Krays—Browne, Philadelphia 1997. 
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(w) Black is under pressure after both (A) 6...e6 7 Bg5 a6 8 Bxd7t Bxd7 
9 0-0-0 +, Rublevsky—Ruban, Russia 1995, and (B) 6... g6 7 e5 dxe5 8 Nxe5 
Bg7 9 Bg5 0-0 10 0-0-0 Qa5 11 Nc4! Qc7 12 Rhe1 Qxh2 13 Rxe7 Qxg2 14 Qh4 
+, Timman—Lautier, Wijk aan Zee 1997. 

(x) 11 0-0 Nc5 12 Bxc5 Qxc5 13 Nd5 Nxd5 14 Qxd5 Qxd5 15 Bxd5 Rb8 16 Rfd1 
Be6 with just a minor edge for White, Glek—Voroblov, Moscow 2006. 
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SICILIAN DEFENSE 


f4 Attack 
1e4c5 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
2 NGS ics ncsesecgese cine scateae them neeteere f4 
NGGsieeciceeieceeetessece nes dé(i) 5 ac setecines ee e6 
3 £4 f4 exd5 d4(q) Nf3 
g6 g6 Nf6(o) cxd4 d5 
4 Nf Nf3(j) Bb5t Qxd4 Nc3(s) 
Bg7 Bg7 Bd7 Nf6é dxe4 
5 Bb5.......06- Bc4 Bc4(k) Bxd7t e5 Nxe4 
Nd4(a) e6 Nc6(1) Qxd7 Nc6 Nfé(t) 
6 0-0(b) £5(e) 0-0 c4 Qds Bb5+(u) 
Nxb5 Nge7(f) e6 e6 Ng8! Bd7 
7 Nxb5 fxe6 d3(m) dxe6 Be3 Bxd7t 
d6(c) fxe6(g) Nge7 Qxe6t Bg7 Nbxd7 
8B a4 d3 Qel Qe2 Nc3 Qe2 
Nf6 d5 0-0 Nc6 d6 Be7 
9 86d3 Bb3 f5 Qxe6t exd6 d3 
0-0 b5! d5 fxe6 Bf5(r) 0-0 
10 Qe1 exd5 Bb3 Na3 Qb5 0-0 
e6(d) exd5(h) c4(n) Nb4(p) Qxd6 = b5 = 
(a) 5...d6 (5... e6?! 6 Bxc6 bxc6 7 e5 +) 6 Bxc6t (better than 6 0-0 Bd7 7 d3 
Nd4 or 7...a6=)6... bxc6 7 0-0 Nf6 8 d3 0-0 9 Qe1 Ne8 10 Qh4 f5 11e5 + 


—the doubled c-pawn restricts Black’s activity. 


(b) (A) 6 Nxd4 cxd4 7 Ne2 Nf 6 8 e5 (8 Bd3 d6) 8... Nd5 9 c4 Nb4 10 d3 a6 11 Ba4 
b5 =, Lamm-—Bator, Swedish League 2005. (B) 6 Bd3 dé 7 Nxd4 cxd4 8 Ne2 e6 
9 c3 dxc3 10 dxc3 Nf6 11 0-0 0-0 =, Perelshteyn—Hjartarson, New York 1996. 


(c) 7...d5 8 e5! d4 9 c3 a6 10 Na3 d3 11 Nc4_b5 12 Ne3 Nh6 13 b3 Nf5 14 Qe1 
00 15 Ba3 with a big advantage for White after his unorthodox maneuvers, 
Hebden-Thorsson, Kopavogur 1994. 


(d) 11 Qh4 a6 12 Nxd6 Qxd6'13 e5 Qds 14 f5! exf5 15 Bg5 Re8 16 Bxf6 Bxfé 
17 exf6 Qd6 with chances for both sides, Hratek—Alterman, Pula 1997, 


(e) Slower play allows Black an easier defense—6 0-0 Nge7 7 d3 d5 8 Bb3 0-0 
9 Qel Na5 10 Qh4 Nec6 11 Qf2 b6 with no problems, Carlier—Rogers, Hungary 
1991, 


(f) 6... gxf5 7 d3 Nge7 8 0-0 d5 9 exd5 exd5 10 Bb3 Be6 11 Ne2 Qd7 12 c3 0-0-0 
13 d4 +, Herman—Servat, Rosario 1992. 
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(g) The most common recapture. Safer and less ambitious is 7... dxe6 8 d3 0-0 
9 0-0 Na5 10 Bb3 Nxb3 11 axb3 Nc6 =, Gabriel—Nutiu, Singapore 1990. 


(bh) 11 0-0 (11 Nxb5? Qa5t) 11 ...c4 (White has compensation for a piece after 
11...Bxc3 12 bxc3 c4 13 Ng5 Bfb 14 Qe2 cxb3 15 axb3) 12 dxc4 dxc4 
13 Qxd8t Nxd8 14 Nxb5 cxb3 15 Nc7+ Kd7 16 Nxa8 bxc2! 17 Rf2 Bb7 =, Tishin— 
Rychagov, Tula 2002. 


(i) (A) 2... e6 3 f4 d5 4 Nf3 transposes into column 6. (B) 2... 26 3 d4 (3 f4 Bg7 
4Nf3 d6 is back in the column) 3 . . .cxd4 4 Qxd4 Nf6 5 Bb5 Nc6 6 Bxc6 dxc6 
7 Qxd8+ Kxd8 =, Horvath—Kader, Keszthely 1994, 


(j) 4 d4cxd4 5 Qxd4 Nf6 6 e5 Nc6 7 Bb5 Nh5! 8 Nf3 Bg7 9 0-0 0-0 with an active 
game, Christiansen—Ftainik, Groningen 1991. 


(k) 5 Bb5+t Bd7 6 Bxd7t (6 a4 Nc6 7 d3 Nf6 8 Be3 0-0 9 h3 Ne® 10 0-0 Nc7 =, 
Sigurjonsson—de Firmian, Reykjavik 1993) 6...Qxd7 7 0-0 Nc6 8 d3 Nf6 
9 Qe1 0-0 10 Bd2 Rac8 11 Kh1 Nd4 =, C. Hansen—van Wely, Cap d’Adge 1996. 


(1) After 5... e6?! White switches plays—6 d4! cxd4 7 Nxd4 Ne7 8 Bb3 0-0 
9 0-0 Nbc6 10 Be3 + (play against the d-pawn), Short—Kolev, Burgas 1995. 


(m) 7 f5 exf5 8 d3 Nge7 9 Qe1 h6! 10 Qg3 (10 Bd2 fxe4 =; 10 exf5 Bxf5 11 24 Bxg4 
12 Bxf7+ Kxf7 13 Ne5t Kg8 14 Nxp4 Nd4 F, Hellers—Gelfand, Novi Sad Ol. 
1990) 10 ... Ne5 11 Bb5t Bd7 +, Abramovié—Kozul, Yugoslav Chp. 1986. 


(n) 11 dxc4 dxe4 (11...d4 12 £6! Bxf6 13 e5 Bg7 14 Ne4 Nxe5 15 Nxe5 Bxe5 
16 Bg5 f5 17 Qh4 with play against the loose kingside, Mitkov—Stefansson, 
Austria 1991) 12 f6 Bxf6 13 Nxe4 Bg7 14 Bg5 f6 15 Rd1 Qc7 16 Be3 b6 =, 
Wolff—Browne, U.S. Chp. 1995. 


(o) The simple 3... Qxd5 is quite all right—4 Nc3 Qd8 5 Nf3 Nf6 6 Ned e6 7 Qf3 
Be7 8 b3 0-0 9 Bb2 Nfd7! 10 Nxd7 Bxd7 =, Mas—Jiravorasuk, Sea Chess League 
2001. 


(p) 11 Nh3 Nd3t 12 Ke2 0-0-0 13 Nc2 e5 14 fxe5 Nxe5 15 b3 +, Kharlov—Senff, 
Amsterdam 2005. , 


(q) 3 Nf3 Bg7 4 Nc3 Ncé transposes into column 1. 


(r) 9... Nf6 10 Bc5! exd6 11 Bxd6 Be6 12 0-0-0 Qa5 13 Qb5 +, Hebden—Mokry, 
Copenhagen 1985. 


(s) (A) 4 exd5 exd5 5 Bb5t Bd7 6 Qe2t Qe7 7 Ne5a6 =, Seijas—Rodriguez, Candas 
1992, (B) 4 e5 may transpose into a French Defense, but Black can also play 
4...Nc6 5 c3 d4 =, (C) 4 Bb5t Bd7 5 Bxd7+ Nxd7 6 d3 Bd6 7 0-0 Ne7 8 c4 
d4 =, Minasian—Yudasin, Los Angeles 2003. 


(t) 5... Be7 6 d4! exd4 7 Qxd4 Qxd4 8 Nxd4 a6 (Adams—Lautier, Tilburg 1997); 
now Adams suggests 9 g3 Nf6 10 Bg2 Nbd7 11 Bd2 with a substantial edge in 
the endgame. ° 


(u) 6 Nxf6t Qxf6 7 Ne5? Qxf4 8 Bb5t Bd7 9 Qe2 Bxb5t 10 Qxb5 Nc6 +, Wahls-— 
Lutz, Germany 1994. The column is Motwani—King, Dublin 1991. 


SICILIAN DEFENSE 


Unusual Second Moves 


1e4c5 
1 2 3 4 5 6 

2 INES isiviee eavtveewihewewude patente reant BOsieervieerss b4(n) ......0: b3(r) 
Nf6...(Nimzovich Var.) a6 d5(k). cxb4 Nc6(s) 

3 C5 s Jeiiavee fas Nc3 c4(i) exd5 a3 Bb2 
Nd5 Ncé(f) Nc6 Qxd5 d5(o) d6 

4 Nc3(a) d4 d4 Nf3 exd5 Bb5(t) 
e6(b) d5 cxd4 Nc6(1) Qxd5 Bd7 

5 Nxd5 exd5 Nxd4 Bg2 Nf3 f4 
exd5 Nxd5 Nf6 Qe6t e5 Nf6 

6 d4 Nxd5 Nc3 Kf1 axb4 Nc3 
Nc6(c)} Qxd5 e5 g6 Bxb4 e6 

7 dxc5 Be3 Nfs Nc3 c3(p) Nf3 
Bxc5 cxd4 d5 Bg7 Bc5! Be7 

8 Qxd5 Nxd4 exd5 d3 Na3 0-0 
Qb6(d) Qa5t(g) Bxf5 Nf6 Nf6 0-0 

9 Bc4 c3 exf5 Be3 Bc4(q) Bxc6 
Bxf2t(e) Nxd4(h) Nd4{j) Nd5(m) Bxc6 = 


(a) 4 d4 cxd4 5 Qxd4 06 6 Bc4 Nc6 7 Qo4 d6 8 exd6 Nf6 9 Qe2 Bxd6 10 Nc3 a6 
11 Bg5 h6 =, Tkachiev-Shirazi, France 1996. 


(b) 4... Nxc3 5 dxc3 Nc6 6 Br4 e6 7 Qd2 Qc7 8 0-0-0 h6 9 h4 b6 10 Bc4 Bb7 
11 Qez with an edge (Nunn). 


(c) 6... d6 7 Bb5t Nc6 8 0-0 Be7 9 exd6 Qxd6 10 dxc5 Qxe5 11 Qd3 0-0 12 Be3 
Qde 13 c3 +, Alda—Rossetto, Buenos Aires 1991. 


(d) 8... d6 9 exd6 Qb6 10 Qe4st Be6 11 Qh4 Bxd6 12 Bd3 Nb4 13 0-0 Nxd3 
14 cxd3 +, van der Wiel—Afek, Hoogeveen 2004. 


(e) 10 Ke2 0-0 11 Rfi Bc5 12 Ng5! Nxe5 (12...Nd4t 13 Kd1 Ne6 14 Ne4 dé 
15 exd6 Rd8 16 Bd3 Bxd6é 17 Qh5 +) 13 Qxe5 d5! 14 Qxd5! (14 Bxd5 Bg4t 
15 Kd3-—-Kaidanov—Kreitner, Ghicago 1995—-15 ., . RaéB! 16 Bxf7+ Kh8 17 Bxe8 
Rxf1 18 Bd2 Rf2! =) 14... Re8t 15 Kf39 Qfét 16 Kg3 Bd6t 17 Rf4 Be6b 18 Nxe6 
Rxe6 19 Qxd6! Og6t 20 Re4 Re3t 21 Bxe3 Qxdét 22 Kf2 with a winning 
game, Spassky—Ciric, Marlanské Ldsne 1962. Black can improve with 14... 
Bg4t 15 Rf8, but White is still ahead. 


(f) 3...d5 4 exd5 Nxd5 5 BbSt Nc6 (5... Bd7 6 Qe2 1) 6 0-0 Bg4 7 h3 Bhd?! 
(7... Bxf3 &) 8 g4 Bg 9 Ned Qd6 10 Ne4 Qd7 11 Qf3 e6 12 Ne5 Qd6 13 d4! 
cxd4 14 Nxd5 exd5 15 Bf4 Qc5 16 Nxg6 hxg6 17 Rfe1t Kd7 18 Re5! Resigns, 
Wibe-Svenneby, corr, 1990. 
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(g) (A) 8...Nxd4 9 Qxd4 Qxd4 10 Bxd4 also leaves White with the better 
endgame, (B) 8... Bd7 9 Nb5 Qxd1t 10 Rxd1 Rc8 11 Nxa7 Nxa7 12 Bxa7 
Rxe2 13 Bd4 + e5? 14 Bd3! Bb4t 15 Kf1 Rc8 16 Bxe5 +, Siero-Gonzalez—Casa- 
fus, Rio Gallegos 1986. 


(h) 10 b4! Qe5 11 Qxd4 Qxd4 12 Bxd4 f6 13 f4 e6 14 g3 Bd6 15 0-0-0 with an 
endgame plus, Spassky—Priby]l, Tallinn 1973. 


(i) (A) White falls into the trap with 3 d4? cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 e5! 6 Nf3 Bb4 
and Black is very active, Schmidt-O’Kelly, Beverwijk 1964. (B) 3 c3 is a good 
alternative as White has an improved version of the 2 c3 Sicilian lines, .. . a6 
being premature. 


(j) 10 Bd3 Nxd5 11 0-0 Bb4 12 Be4 Nxc3 13 bxc3 Bxc3 14 Rb1 0-0 15 Rxb7 +. 


(k) Black can play any of thé moves 2... 26,2...d6,2...Nc6, or 2...e6 that 
would likely transpose into the closed variations covered in the previous 
pages. 

(l) 4... Bg4 is double-edged—5 Bg2 Qe6t 6 Kf1 Nc6 7 h3 Bhd 8 Nc3 Nf6 9 d3 
Qd7 10 g4 Bg6 11 Bf4 e6 12 Ne5 Nxe5 13 Bxe5 Bd6 14 Bxd6 Qxd6é (Byklum- 
Carlsen, Politiken Cup 2003) 15 Bxb7 +. 


(m) 10 Bd2 Nxc3 11 Bxc3 Bxc3 12 bxc3 Qf6 leaves Black at least equal, Sepp— 
Dreev, Moscow Ol. 1994. 


(n) The delayed Wing Gambit—2 Nf3 d6 3 b4—is dubious: 3... cxb4 4 d4 Nf6 
5 Bd3 e6 6 0-0 Be7 7 Nbd2 d5 8 e5 Nfd7 +, Cordon-Gligorié, Hastings 1969/70. 


(o) Accepting the gambit allows White fair play for the pawn—3 .. . bxa3 4 Nxa3 
d6 5 Bb2 Nc6 6 d4 Nf6 7 Bd3 e6 8 Nf3 Be7 9 0-0 0-0 10 c4 b6 11 Qe2 Bb7 =, 
Marshall—Saimisch, Baden—Baden 1925. 


(p) The old line gains White equality—7 Na3 Bxa3 8 Bxa3 Nc6 9 c4 Qd8 10 Qb1 
Nge7 =, Bronstein—Benko, Moscow vs. Budapest 1949. 


(q) White cannot play 9 Nb5 0-0 10 Nc7 Bxf2t! 11 Kxf2 Qc5t winning, After 9 Bc4 
Qe4t 10 Be2Z 0-0 11 Nb5 Na6 White has insufficient compensation for the 
pawn, Porrasmaa—Kask, corr. 1987. 


(r) Other rare moves: (A) 2 Ne2 d6 3 g3 g6 4 Bg2 Bg7 5 0-ONc6 6 c3 e5 7 d3 Nge7 
8 a3 0-0 9 b4 b6 =, Keres—Fischer, Curacao Candidates 1962. (B) 2 Bc4 e6 3 Nc3 
a6 4 a4 Nc6 5 d3 g6 6 £4 Bg7 7 Nf3 Nge7 8 0-0 0-0 =, MacDonnell—Burns, Lon- 
don 1862. (C) 2 c4 Nc6 3 Nf3 e5 =. 


(s) Black has several reasonable responses: (A) 2...e6 3 Bb2 d5 4 Bb5t Nc6é 
5 exd5 exd5 6 Nf3 Qe7+t =, Boskovié—Micié, Yugoslavia 1993. (B) 2... Nf6 3 e5 
Nd5 4 Bb2 g6!? 5 g3 Bg7 6 Bg2 Nc7 7 Qc1 Nc6 8 f4 0-0 9 Nf3 d6 =, Blatny— 
Jirovsky, Czech Republic 1996. 


(t) 4f4 Nf6 5 Nc3 g6 6 g3 Bg7 7 Be2 0-0=, Spassky—Najdorf, Bugojno 1982. The 
column is Root—Weinstein, Lone Pine 1979. 
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PIRC DEFENSE 


1 e4 2 d6 2 d4 Nfé 3 Nc3 g6 


HE Pirc DEFENsE, named after the Yugoslav Vasja Pirc, is historically 
a recent addition to Black’s defensive choices. The concept of 

holding the pawns back from the center is from the “hypermod- 
ern” school of thought which arose in the 1920s and 30s. The theory is 
that controlling the center is what counts rather than occupying it. White 
is allowed to create a pawn center that Black strives to undermine. The di- 
rect central confrontation is delayed, but the first moves anticipate this 
moment. Black must plan his/her counterplay ‘against the center or the 
position can be overrun. White, on the other hand, can land in trouble by 
pushing too far too fast and be left with a shattered position. 

The usual counterplay for Black is to augment the fianchettoed 
king’s bishop with...e5 or...c5, pressuring the central dark squares. 
Usually this waits until after... Bg7 and... 0-0, but sometimes it is de- 
sirable to break more quickly. White plans to develop his/her pieces and 
advance in the center if Black does not prevent it. The timing of a White 
central advance or Black counterthrust is critical. 
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The Austrian Attack, 4 f4 (columns 1-12), is the most aggressive con- 
tinuation (see above diagram). White seeks a strong grip on the center in 
preparation for a later advance. After the White pieces are developed, the 
thrust e5 will start the attack. The Austrian was Fischer's favorite choice, 
as well as your author’s. 

After4 ...Bg7 5 Nf3 Black has two serious defenses. The most usual 
continuation is 5... 0-0 6 Bd3 (columns 1-5), when Black has the choice 
of the natural 6...Nc6 (columns 1-3) or the more creative 6... Na6 
(columns 4—5). The alternatives to 6 Bd3 are somewhat easier for Black to 
deal with. 6 Be3 (column 6) and 6 e5 (columns 7-8)are very aggressive. 6 Be2 
(column 9) is tame for the Austrian Attack. 

5...c5, immediately seeking counterplay, is Black’s second de- 
fense. White can play the safe 6 dxc5 (column 10), but most interesting is 
6 Bb5t Bd7 7 e5 (columns 11-12), which leads to a real slugfest. 


Y 
Mh 
GEG 


SOG. 


7 4 7 BOR? 7 
G GAS 


The Classical System is 4 Nf3 (columns 13-18), which is usually fol- 
lowed by 4... Bg7 5 Be2 0-0 6 0-0. With this unpretentious continuation 
White is content with a modest center and quickly develops his/her 
pieces. There is little chance of White overextending in the center here, 
and so Black has fewer winning chances than other lines. On the other 
hand, Black has less risk of losing with accurate defense. 
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White has many minor systems to choose from on the fourth move. 
4 Bg5 (column 19—the Byrne Variation), 4 £3 (column 20), 4 Be3 (column 
21), and 4 Bc4 (column 22) are aggressive lines that allow active play for 
both sides. The positional system 4 g3 (column 23) offers flexibility 2 
both sides. 4 Be2 Bg7 5 h4!? (column 24) is an offbeat line. 
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PIRC DEFENSE 


Austrian Attack 
1e4 d6 2 d4 Nf6 3 Nc3 g6 4 f4 Bg7 5 Nf3 0-0 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
6 BB svcciciciriwacvetses sar viciea ta veealaaan savers eabdaitecenieaceaciaeacs Be3 
NGGs aieseideiwanindeea ca deed sotenes seeks Na6(k) b6(r) 
7 OO esi sso Het aves ed O= Oss iseieane ed Bc4(s) 
Bg4 e5 dxe5 c5 Nd7 Bb7(t) 
8 e5 fxe5 dxe5(h) d5 Be3(p) e5 
dxe5 dxe5 Nd5 Rba(l) Nb6(q) Neg4 
9 dxed5 d5 Bd2 Qe2(m) a3 Qe2 
Nd5 Nd4(d) BgA(i) Nc7 c5 c5 
10 h3(a) Nxe5 Be4 a4 Bxa6 0-0-0 
Nxc3 Nxe4(e) e6 a6 cxd4! Nxe3 
11 bxe3 Bxe4 h3 a5 Bxd4 Qxe3 
Bf5 Bxe5 Bxf3 Bd7(n) bxa6 cxd4 
12 =Bxf5 Bf4 Qxf3 Na4 exd6 Nxd4 
Qxd1(b) Bg7(f) Nd4 Bg4 Qxd6 dxe5!(u) 
13. Rxd1 Qd2 Qf2 c4 Bxg7 Ne6 
pxf5(c) Nf5(g) c5(j) e6(0) Qxd1= Qc8(v) 


(a) Sharper play arises after 10 Qe1 Ndb4 11 Be4 f5! 12 Bxc6 Nxc6 13 Be3 Bxf3 
14 Rxf3 e6 15 Bcd Rf7 16 Rd1 Rd7 =, Ljubojevié—Timman, Hilversum 1987. 


(b) 12... gxf5 13 Qe1 Qd5 14 Be3 allows White attacking chances against the 
weakened Black kingside, 


(c) 14 Nd4 Rfd8 15 Be3 15. (Ba3!?) 15... Nxd4 16 cxd4 e6 17 Rab1 b6 18 g4 with 
an endgame edge, Bozanic-Dumpor, Summer Open 2006. 


(d) 9...Ne7 10 Nxe5 Nfxd5 (10... c6 11 Bg5 cxd5 12 Bxf6 Qb6t 13 Kh1 Bxf6 
14 Nxd5 Nxd5 15 Nc4 Qd8 16 exd5 b5—Bellon—McNab, Gibralter 2005— 
17 Nd2! Bb7 18 c4 +) 11 Nxf7! Nxc3 12 bxc3 Rxf7 13 Rxf7 Kxf7 14 Bc4t Be6 
15 Qfit Bf6 16 Bxe6t Kxe6 17 Qc4t Kd7 18 Bf4 Ke8 19 Rf1 with a strong 
attack for the piece, Nijboer—Cuipers, Dutch Chp. 1989. 


(e) 10... Nxd5 11 Nxd5 Bxe5 12 Bfa Qd6 13 Qd2 c6 14 Bxe5 Qxe5 15 Nfét +, 
Karjakin—Zubov, Ukrainian Chp. 2003. 


(f) (A) 12... Ne6 13 Qd2 Be6 (Karjakin—T.L. Petrosian, Sanjin Cup 2003), now 
14 Bxe5 Nxe5 15 Nf6t Kg7 16 Qc3 Qd6 17 Rad1 +. (B) 12... Bxf413 Rxf4Nf5 
14 Bxf5 Bxfs 15 Qd4! Bxc2 16 Re1 with excellent play for the pawn, J. Polgar— 
Ftatnik, Budapest 1993. 
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(g) Poor is 13... Bd7?! 14 Raei Nf5 15 Bxf5 Bxf5 16 Nb5 +, de Firmian- 
Bjorgfinn, Reykjavik 1998. After 13...Nf5 14 Bxf5! Bxf5 15 Nb5 Rc8 
(15... c6 16 Nc7 Rc8 17 d6 +) 16 c4! White has more space and mobility. 


(h) Sharper is 8 fxe5 Nh5 9 Be3 Bg4 10 Be2 f6 11 exf6 exf6 12 0-0 +, Shirov— 
Volokitin, Greece 2002. 


(i) Also playable is 9... Ncb4 10 Be4 c6 11 Nxd5 cxd5 12 Bxb4 dxe4 =, Zude— 
Bernard, Val 1988. 


(j) 14 Ne2 Nxe2 15 Qxe2 Qh4t =, Olenin—Balashov, Moscow 1995. 


(k) (A) 6... Nbd7 7 e5 Ne8 8 Ne4 cS 9 c3 Qb6 10 hé4 is a promising attack. 
(B) 6 ...c6 7 0-0 Bg4 8 Kh1 leaves White in control. (C) 6... Bg4 7 h3 Bxf3 
8 Qxf3 Nc6 9 Be3 e5 10 dxe5 dxe5 11 f5 +. 


(1) The main alternative is 8...Bg4, when play could continue 9 Kh1 Nc7 
10 Qel Bxf3!? 11 Rxf3 e6 12 dxe6 fxe6 13 £5 Ng4 14 Bf4 Ne5 15 Bxe5 Bxe5 16 Qf2 
Kg7 17 Rf Qe7 18 Nd1! Rae8 19 c3 Bf6 20 Ne3 +, Fernandez—Del Rio, Span- 
ish Chp. 2003. 


(m) Also good is 9 Kh1i Nc7 10 a4 b6 11 Qe1 a6 12 Qh4 with serious attacking 
prospects, and 9... Bg4 10 Qe1 Nb4 11 Qh4 b5 12 a3 Nxd3 cxd3 a5 14 f5 is 
also good for White, de Firmian—Markowski, Polanica Zdroj 1995. 


(n) 11... b5 12 axb6 Rxb6 13 Na4 Rb8 14 c4 +, Dolmatov—Marin, Calcutta 1999. 


(o) 14 h3 exd5 15 exd5 Re8 16 Qd1 Bxf3 17 Qxf3 Nd7 18 Bd2 +, Olivier— 
Sheshkachev, Cannes 1995. 


(p) Entertaining is 8 h4 c5 9 h5 cxd4 10 hxg6 hxg6 11 Ng5 Nxe5! 12 fxe5 dxc3 
13 Kf2!, threatening 14 Rh8t Bxh8 15 Qh1, but 13 ... Bxe5 should defend. 


(q) (A) Also playable is 8... Nb4 9 Be2 c5! 10 a3 cxd4 11 Nxd4 dxe5 12 fxe5 Nc6 
13 eG Nxd4 14 exf7t Rxf7 15 Bxd4 Ne5 =, de Firmian—Leski, USA 1987. 
(B)8...c5? 9 Bxa6 cxd4 10 Bxd4 dxe5 11 fxe5 bxa6 12 e6! fxe6 13 Bxg7 Kxg7 
14 Qd4t Nf6 15 0-0-0 +, Timman—Nunn, Wijk aan Zee 1982. The column is 
van der Wiel—Short, Marbella 1982. 


(r) Black has other choices of which (C) can be recommended. (A) 6...Nc6 
7 Be2 e6 (7... Ng4 8 Bgi e5 9 fxe5 dxe5 10 d5 +) 8 h3 b6 9 g4 Bb7 10 g5 Nh5 
11 Rg1 +, van der Wiel—Azmaiparashvili, Groningen 1994. (B) 6... c5 7 dxc5 
Qa5 8 Qd2 dxc5 9 Nb5 Qxd2t 10 Nxd2 Na6 11 0-0-0 +, Beliavsky—Mednis, Vi- 
enna 1986. (C) 6... Nbd7 7 Qd2 (7 e5 Ng4 8 Bgl c5 =) 7... c5 8 0-0-0 Ng4 
9 Bgl cxd4 10 Nxd4 e5 11 Nde2 exf4 12 Nxf4 Qa5 13 Bd4 Nged =, Beliavsky— 
Azmaiparashvili, USSR Chp. 1986. 


(s) 7 e5 Ng4 8 Bgl c5 9 h3 Nh6 10 d5 Bb7! 11 Qd2 Nfs 12 Bh2 dxe5 13 fxe5 e6 =, 
Beliavsky—Anand, Munich 1991. 


(t) 7...e67! 8 Qe2 d5 9 Bd3 dxe4 10 Nxe4 Nbd7 11 0-0-0 Bb7 12 Nxf6t Nxf6 
13 Kb1 Nd5 14 Bd2 c5 15 h4! with good attacking chances, Bologan—Pfleger, 
Germany 1994. 


(u) 12 ...Qc7 13 Bd5 dxe5 14 fxe5 Bxd5 15 Nxd5 Qxe5 =, S. Ivanov—Nyback, 
Finland 2006. 


(v) 14 Nxfs Qxc4 (Gipslis) leaves Black with full compensation for the exchange. 
Note that 13 dxe5 Qc8 14 Bd5 e6 would be equal. 
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PIRC DEFENSE 


Austrian Attack 
1 e4 dé 2 d4 Nf6 3 Nc3 g6 4 f4 Bg7 5 Nf3(a) 
7 8 9 10 11 12 
Biseee OAD isi siiccasscinitileMeeiidawanietseeceos canwies c5 
6 Ob cicsistacastesdeasriienere Be2 AXC5.....006. Bb5t 
Axe5......085 Nfd7 c5 Qa5s Bd7(o)} 
7 dxe5(b) ha(f) dxc5 Bd3 e5(p) 
Qxd1t c5 Qa5 Qxc5 Ng4 
8 Kxd1 h5 0-0 Qe2 OB sii cudiadh: Bxd7+t(u) 
Nh5(c) cxd4 Qxc5t Bg4(1) fxe6(q) Qxd7 
9 Bc4 Qxd4(g) Khi Be3 Ng5 d5 
Bg4 dxe5 Nbd7{j) Qa5s Bxb5 dxe5 
10 Rf1(d) Qf2 Bd3 0-0 Nxe6(r) h3 
Nc6 e4 b6 Nc6 Bxd4! e4 
11 Kel Nxe4(h) Qe1 h3(m) Nxb5(s) Nxe4(v) 
Rad8 Nfé Bb7 Bxf3 Qa5dt Nié 
12 Be3 Nxf6t Be3 Qxf3 Qd2 Nxf6t 


Na5(e) exfé(i) Qh5(k) 0-0(n) Bf2t(t) Bxf6(w) 


(a) (A) 5 e5 Nfd7 6 Nf3 c5! 7 exd6 (7 dxc5 dxe5) 7...0-0! 8 dxc5 Qa5 9 Be2 
Bxc3t 10 bxc3 Qxc3t 11 Bd2 Qxe5 +, Ivanovié—M. Gurevich, Lucerne 1989. 
(B) 5 Bd3 aims to sidestep 5 ...c5, since 6 dxcb would be good. Black gains 
equality with 5... Nc6 6 Nf3 Bg4 7 e5 Bxf3 8 gxf3 Nh5 9 Be3 e6 10 h4 0-0, 
Fedorowicz—Smyslov, New York 1989. 


(b) 7 fxe5 Nd5 8 Bc4 Nb6 9 Bb3 Nc6 10 Be3 Na5 11 Qe2 Nxb3 12 axb3 f6 13 0-0 
Be6 14 Rad1 c6 =, Perecz—Schiissler, Dortmund 1979. 


(c) 8...Rd8+t 9 Kel Nd5 (9... Ne8!) 10 Nxd5 Rxd5 11 Bc4 Rd8 12 Ng5 e6 
13 Be3 leaves White with the initiative in the endgame. , 


(d) 10 Ke1 (10 Ke2 Nc6 11 Be3 g5!) 10... Bxf3 11 pxf3 Nc6 12 Be3 e6 F, Kulicov— 
Lahno, Ukraine 2003. 


(e) Ott—-Jansa, Bad Worishofen 1992, saw instead 12... Bh6?! 13 g3 Kh8 
14 Rd1 +. After 12... Na5 13 Bd3 f6! the game is equal. 


(f) 7 Bc4 Nb6 8 Bb3 Nc6 9 Be3 Nad 10 Qe2 Nxb3 11 axb3 f6 =, Unzicker—Tringov, 
Ljubljana 1979. 


(g) 9 hxe6 dxc3 10 gxf7t Rxf7 11 Bc4 e6 12 Ng5 Nxe5! 13 Qh5 (13 fxe5 cxb2 
wins) 13... h6 14 fxe5 hxg5 15 Qh7+ Kf8 16 Qh8t Bxh8 17 Rxh8t Kp7 =, 
W. Schmidt-Bachman, German League 2001. 
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(h) 12 Ng5 Nf6 13 hxg6 hxg6 14 Nexe4 Nxe4 15 Nxe4 Qd4! =, Cawdery—Danisa, 
San Antonio 1995. 


(i) 13 hxg6 Re8t 14 Be2 hxg6 15 0-0 Nc6 =, Neiksans—Postny, Athens 2001. 


(j) Also good is 9... Nc6 10 Bd3 Bg4 11 Qel Bxf3 12 Rxf3 Nb4 13 Be3 Nxd3 
14 cxd3 Qb4 =, Short—Speelman, match 1988. 


(k) 13 Nd2 Ng4 14 Bgi Bd4 15 Rf3 Bxg1 16 Qxgi1 Qcd =, van der Wiel—-Smirin, 
Wijk aan Zee 1994, 


(1) The most flexible move as Black should pin the knight in any case. Black was 
less precise in Tal—Gufeld, USSR 1970—8 ... 0-0 9 Be3 Qc7 10 0-0 Nbd7 
11 h3 a6 12 a4b6 13 Qf2 Bb7 14 Qh4 +. 


(m) 11 Khi 0-0 12 Qel Bxf3 13 Rxf3 e6 14 Rh3 Rac8 15 a3 a6 16 Qh4 h5! =, 
Bologan—Nyback, Calvia Ol. 2004. 


(n) 13 Kh1 Nd7 14 Bd2 Nc5 15 Rad1 Qb6 16 Bc (Kindermann-Khalifman, Ham- 
burg 1991) 16... Nxd3 17 cxd3 f5 = 


(0) Not 6... Nbd7? 7 e5 Ng4 8 e6 fxe6 9 Ned winning. 


(p) 7 Bxd7t Nfxd7 8 d5 b5 9 Qe2 b4 10 Nd1 Nb6 11 0-0 0-0 12 Nf2 Qc8 =, Shirov— 
Beliavsky, Madrid 1997. 


(q) 8... Bxb5 9 exf7+ Kd7 10 Nxb5 Qa5t 11 Nc3 cxd4 12 Nxd4 Bxd4 (12... h5 
13 h3 Nc6 14 Nde2 Nh6 15 Be3 NfS 16 B£2 +) 13 Qxd4 Nc6 14 Qc4 Qh6 
15 Qe2 h5 16 Ne4 Nd4 17 Qd3 Nf5 18 a4 a6 19 Ra3 +, McDonald—Zimmerman, 
Yelets 1996. 


(r) (A) 10 Qxe4 Bc4 11 b3 Bxd4 12 Bd2 Bd5 13 Nxd5 exd5 14 0-0-0 Nc6 15 Qe6 
Qc8 16 Qf7t Kd7 17 Qxd5 Qg8 =, Nunn-Seirawan, Skellefteaé 1989. (B) 
10 Nxb5 Qa5t 11 c3 Qxb5 12 Nxe6 (12 Qxp4 cxd4 13 Nxe6 Qce4 14 Nxg7t Kf7 =) 
12... Na6! 13 Nxg7t Kf7 14 Qxge4 Kxe7 =, Anand—M. Gurevich, Linares 1991. 


(s) 11 Nxd8 Bf2t 12 Kd2 Be3t 13 Kei Bf2t is a draw. 


(t) 13 Kd1 Ne3t 14 Ke2 Qxb5t 15 Kxf2 Ng4t 16 Kg3 Na6! 17 b3 (17 Kxg4?! Qd7) 
17 ... Nh6 18 Bb2 Rg8 =, Volcu—Dragomirescu, EU W. Chp. 2005. 


(u) 8 h3 cxd4 9 Qxd4 dxe5 10 Qd5 e4 11 Ng5 Nh6 12 Qxb7 Bxc3t 13 bxc3 0-0 
14 Qxa8 Qc7 15 Qxe4 Qxc3t 16 Kf2 Qxal =, J. Polgar—Tregubov, Budapest 1992. 


(v) 11 hxg4 exf3 12 Qxf3 Na6 13 Bdz2 0-0-0 =, Westerinen—Nijboer, Skei 1994. 


(w) 13 0-0 0-0 14 Be3 Bxb2 15 Rb1 Bf6 16 Ne5 Qc7 17 Ng4 Nd7 and chances are 
about even, L’Ami-—M. Gurevich, Turkey 2006. 


PIRC DEFENSE 


Classical System 
1 e4 d6 2 d4 Nf 3 Nc3 g6 4 Nf3 Bg7 
13 14 15 16 17 18 
5 Be 2c is rcv esausosdeavaadeuinardaiseleatiesiiecsneshants 1k erent Bc4(u) 
0-0 0-0 c6(v) 
6 0-0 Be3 e5 
Bp4 vicais xcs teecass deeeee vies CON ectiveue c5(m) c6(q) dxe5 
7 Be3(a) Re1(i) d5(n) a4 Nxe5 
Nc6(b) Nbd7{(j) Na6(o) d5(r) 0-0 
8° dB gduievs Qdz2 e5 Bf e5 0-0 
Bxf3 e5(d) dxe5 Nc7 Ne4 Nbd7 
9 Bxf3 d5(e) dxe5 a4 Nxe4 Bg5 
Ne5 Ne7 Ne4 bé dxe4 Nb6 
10 Be2 Rad1(f) e6 Re1 Ngb5 Bb3 
c6 Bd7 fxe6 Bb7 c5 a5! 
11 £4. Ne1 h3 Bc4. c3(s) a4 
Ned7 Ng4(g) Nge5d(k) Nh5 Qd5 Nbd5 
12 dxc6 Bxg4 Nxe5 Bed Qc2 Rel 


bxc6(c) Bxg4(h) Nxe5(I) Nf6(p) Nc6(t) Be6 = 


(a) 7 h3 Bxf3 8 Bxf3 Nc6 9 Ne2 (9 d5 Ne5 10 Be2 c6 =) 9... €5 10 c3 Re8 11 d5 
Ne7 12 c4 Nd7 13 Nc3 f5 14 b4 a5 =, Jenni—Priss, Swiss Team Chp. 2000. 


(b) 7... Nbd7 8 Nd2 Bxe2 9 Qxe2 e5 10 d5 c6 11 a4 cxd5 12 exd5 +, Kavalek— 
Christiansen, match 1987. 


(c) 13 Qd3 Rb8 14 Rab1 Qc7 15 Rfdi Nb6 16 a4 a5 17 Bf3 Rfd8 =, Rogovski— 
Ajrapetjan, Alushta 2006. 


(d) Waiting allows White to centralize his forces—8 . ..Re8 9 Rad1 a6 10 Rfe1 e5 
11 dxe5 dxe5 12 Qc1 Qe7 13 Nd5 Nxd5 14 exd5 Nd8 15 c4 +, Geller—Priby], 
Sochi 1984. 


(e) White gets no advantage from the simplifying 9 dxe5 dxe5 10 Rad1 Qc8 
11 Qc1 Rd8 12 Rxd&t Nxd8 (12... Qxd8 is also all right) 13 Rd1 Ne6 14 h3 
Bxf3 15 Bxf3 c6 16 Ne2 Draw, Blatny—Nunn, Pardubice 1993. 


(f) 10 Ne1 Bxe2 11 Qxe2 c6! 12 dxc6 bxc6 13 Rd1 Qc7 14 Nd3 d5 =, Garcia 
Martinez—Perez, Capablanca Mem. 2005. 


(g) 11... b5 12 a3 a5 13 Nd3 Qb8 14 f3 c6 15 dxc6 Bxc6 16 b4 d5! 17 Bcd ReB =, 
Kuczynski—Chernin, Budapest 1993. 
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(h) 13 £3 Bd7 14 £4 Bg4 15 Nf3 (15 Rb1 c6 16 h3 Bd7 ~) 15... f5 16 fxe5 dxe5 
17 h3 Bxf3 18 Rxf3 Nc8 19 exf5 gxf5 20 Bh6 Ndé6 =, Geller-Thipsay, New 
Delhi 1987. 


(i) (A) 7 h3 Qc7 8 Bf4 Nh5 9 Be3 (9 Bh2 e5 10 a4 Re8 11 dxe5 dxe5 12 Bc4 Be6=, 
Mephisto—Piket, AEGON 1992) 9... e5 10 Qd2 Nd7 11 a4 Re8 12 Rad1 exd4 
13 Nxd4 Nhf6 14 f3 a6 15 Nb3 d5! 16 Bf4 Ned =, Tal-Gipslis, St. John 1988. 
(B) 7 a4 Qc7 8 a5 Nbd7 9 Be3 Rb8 10 Nd2Z b5 11 axb6 axbé6 =, Flear—Hodgson, 
London 1990. (C) 7 Bf4 Nbd7 8 Qd2 e5 9 dxe5 dxe5 10Nxe5 Nxe4! =, Cvek— 
Navara, Gzech Republic 2005. 


(j) 7... Qc7 8 e5 dxe5 9 Nxe5 Nbd7 (9... Be6 10 Bf4 +; 9... Nfd7 10 Nc4 Nb6 
11 Ne4 Bf5 12 Bf1l +, Kweits—Siroky, corr. 1985) 10 Bf4 Nxe5 11 Bxe5 + 
(Parma). 


(k) 11... Ngf6 12 Bc4 Nd5 13 Ne4! Ne5 14 Nxe5 Bxe5 15 Qe2 +, Karpov-—Shirov, 
Linares 1995. 


(1) 13 Qxd8 Rxd8 14 Bf4 Nf7 15 Bd3 e5 =, Potkin—Minasian, Batumi 2002. 


(m) (A)6...Nc6 7 h3 e5 8 dxe5 dxe5 9 Qxd8 Rxd8 10 Be4 +, Rozentalis—Ehl vest, 
Koszalin 1998. (B) 6... Nbd7.7 e5 dxe5?! (7...Ne8 8 Bg5 +) 8 dxe5 Ng4 
9 e6 +, Kasparov—Sendur, Wattignies 1976. 


(n) 7 dxc5 dxc5 8 Be3 b6 9 Qcl Bb7 10 Rd1 Qc8 11 Nd5 Nc6 12 Ned Re8 =, Lyell— 
Speelman 4NCL 2005. 


(o) Black can try many different moves, e.g., 7... Ne8 8 Bf4 Nd7 9 Qd2 Rb8 
10 Bh6 Nc7 11 a4 a6 12 a5 =, Rotstein—Minasian, Paris 1994, Even though 
Black is slightly worse he retains dynamic possibilities. 


(p) 13 Qd3 a6 14 Radi Rb8 15 h3 Nd7 16 Qd3 +, Karpov—Korchnoi, World Chp. 
1978. 


(q) 6...a6 7 a4 b6 8 Bc4 e6 9 0-0 Bb7 10 d5 exd5 11 exd5 Re8 12 Re1 Nbd7 
13 Bd4 Rxe1t 14 Qxe1 Nc5 15 b4 Ncd/7, Istraescu—Chernin, Moscow Ol. 1994; 
now 16 Qd2 gives White a slight edge. 


(t) 7... Nbd7 8 a5 Qc7 9 Be2 e5 10 dxe5 dxe5 11 0-0 Rd8 12 Qb1 Nfs 13 Bc4 Beé 
14 Qa2 b5! =, Brynell-McShane, Malm6 2003. 


(s) More circumspect is 11 dxc5 Qc7 12 Bc4 Nc6 13 Nxe4 Qxe5d =, Gachet-Leski, 
France 2003. 


(t) 13 Qxe4 Qb3 14 Bb5 hé 15 Nf3 Bf5 =, Kudrin—Raubal, New York 1996. 


(u) 5 Bf4 0-06 Qd2 Bg4 7 0-0-0 c6 8 Bh6 Qad 9 Kb1 Nbd7 10 Be2 e5 11 Bxg7 Kxg7 
12 h3 Bxf3 13 Bxf3 b5 with chances for both sides, Christiansen—Benjamin, 
U.S. Chp. 1997, i 


(v) 5...0-0 6 Qe2 Bg4 7 e5 Nh5 8 h3 Bxf3 9 Qxf3 dxe5! 10 Qxb7 Nd7 11 dxe5 
Nxe5 12 Be2 Nfé =, Hort—Planinc, Yugoslavia 1977. The column is Kaidanov— 
Ehlvest, New York 1997, 
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PIRC DEFENSE 


1 e4 d6 2 d4 Nf6 3 Nc3(a) g6(b) 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
4 “BRS sie s seks £3 wiatanie Be3ccseecees Be4s esevesies Poe eeiticoews Be2 
Bg7(c) c6 c6!(j) Bg7 Bg7 Bg7 
5 Qd2(d) Be3 Qd2 Qe2 Bg2 hal? 
c6(e) Nbd7(h) —b5 c6(m) 0-0 h5(s) 
6 £4 Qd2 £3(k) e5 Nege2(p) Nf3 
0-0 b5 Nbd7 Nd5b! e5 0-0 
7 #£«Nf3 Nh3 p4 Bd2 h3 Ng5 
b5 Bb7 Nb6 0-0 c6(q) Nc6! 
8 Bd3 Be2 h4 0-0-0(n) a4 Be3 
Bg4 e5 hs Nxc3 a5 e5 
9 e5(f) 0-0 g5 Bxc3 0-0 d5 
b4! a6 Nfd7 b5 Na6 Ne7 
10 Ne2 Rad1 d5 Bd3 Be3 {3 
Bxf3 Bg7 Ne5! dxe5 Nb4 c6 
11 ~— gxf3 Nf2 dxc6 dxe5 Qdz2 Bc4?! 
Nd5(g) 0-0(i) Nbc4(1) Qd5(o) d5(r) b5!(t) 


(a) An equal ending follows from 3 f3 e5 4 dxe5 dxe5 5 Qxd8t Kxd8 6 Bc4 Ke8 
7 Bg5 Nbd7 8 Nd2 Be7 9 Ne2 Nb6 10 Bb3 Nfd7 11 Be3 Bcd =, Korchnoi- 
Speelman, Antwerp 1993. 


(b) (A) 3... e5 4 Nf3 Nbd7 transposes into the Philidor Defense. (B) The Prybil 
Defense is 3... c6 4 £4 Qa5. This is unconventional, but also suspect after 
5 Bd3 e5 6 Nf3 Be4 7 Be3 Nbd7 8 0-0 Be7 9 h3 +, Browne—Benjamin, U.S. 
Chp. 1995. 


(c) (A) 4...h6 5 Be3 c6 6 Qd2 b5 7 {3 Nbd7 8 a4 b4 9 Ndi =, Romanishin— 
Putianien, Yerevan 1976. (B) 4... c6 5 Qd2 b5 6 Bd3 hé 7 Bf4 +. 


(d) 5 f4 h6 (5...0-0 will probably transpose back into the column) 6 Bh4 c5 
7 dxc5 Qa5 8 Bd3 Qxc5 9 Qd2 Nc6 10 Nge2 0-0 11 0-0-0 +, Yermolinsky— 
Gulko, U.S. Chp. 1996. 


(e) 5... h6 6 Bh4 Nbd7 7 0-0-0 g5 8 Bp3 Nh5 9 e5!? (9 Nge2 c5 =) 9... dxe5 
10 dxe5 e6 11 Be2 Nxg3 12 hxe3 Qe7 13 f4 Nb6 14 Nf3 =, Z. Almasi—Beliavsky, 
Yugoslavia 1997, 


(f) 9 f5 d5! 10 e5 Ne4 11 Qf4 Bxf5 12 Nxe4 dxe4 13 Bxe4 Bxe4 14 Qxe4 f6 =, 
Rocha—Fernandez, Portuguese Chp. 2005. 


(g) 12 Bc4 a5 13 0-0-0 £6 14 exf6 exf6 15 Bh4 Bh6 16 Bf2 Nd7 =, Dreev—Zaharevié, 
Russia 1996. 
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(h) 5...Qb6 6 Qcl Bg7 7 Nge2 h5 8 Nf4 Qc7 9 Qd2 Nbd7 10 0-0-0 b5 ~, 
Yudasin-Svidler, Haifa 1995. 


(i) 12 dxe5 dxe5 13 Nd3 Qc7 14 Nc5 Rad8 is roughly equal, Jimenez—Botvinnik, 
Palma de Mallorca 1967. 


(j) Queenside expansion is demanded, the sooner the better After 4... Bg7 
5 Qd2 c6 (5... 0-0 6 0-0-0 Nc6?! (6... c6] 7 £3 e5 8 Nge2 exd4 9 Nxd4 Nxd4 
10 Bxd4 Be6 11 Be3 Re8 12 Bg5 Qe7 13 g4 allows White a strong attack, 
Chernin—Zaichik, Lvov 1987) 6 £3 b5 7 Nge2 Nbd7 8 Bh6 Bxh6 9 Qxh6 Bb7 
10 a3 e5 11 0-0-0 Qe7 12 Kb1 a6 13 Nc1 0-0-0 14 Nb3 & exd4 15 Rxd4 c5 16 Rd1 
Nb6 17 g3 Kb8 18 Na5 Ba8 19 Bh3 d5 20 Qf4t Ka7 21 Rhe1 d4 22 Nd5 Nbxd5?! 
23 exd5 Qd6 24 Rxd4!! exd4 25 Re7t! Kb6 (25...Qxe7 26 Qxd4t Kbs 
27 Qb6t mates) 26 Qxd4t Kxa5 27 b4t Ka4 28 Qc3 Qxd5 29 Ra7 Bb7 30 Rxb7 
Qc4 31 Qxfé Kxa3 32 Qxa6t Kxb4 33 c3t! Kxc3 34 Qailt Kd2 35 Qb2t Kd1 
36 Bf1! Rd2 37 Rd7 winning, Kasparov—Topalov, Wijk aan Zee 1999. 


(k) 6 Bd3 Nbd7 7 Nf3 Qc7 (7...¢5 8 dxe5 dxe5 9 h3 +) 8 h3 Bb7 9 b3 Bg7 
10 0-0 0-0 11 Bh6 e5 =, Tirard—M. Gurevich, France 2003. 


(1) 12 Bxc4 Nxc4 13 Qd4 Rg8 14 Nge2 Be6 =, Firman-—Nijboer, Warsaw 2005. If 
14 Nxb5?! Qa5t 15 Nc3 Be6 =. 


(m) A sharp line is 5...Nc6 6 e5 Nd7 (6...Nxd4 7 exf6 Nxe2 8 fxg7 +) 7 Nf3 
(only equal is 7 Bxf7+ Kxf7 8 e6t Kg8) 7... Nb6 8 Bb3 0-0 9 h3 Na5 10 0-0 
Nxb3 11 axb3 Bfs =, Lenic—Beliavsky, Vidmar Mem. 2003. 


(n) 8 Bb3 a5 9 a4 dxe5 10 dxe5 Na6 11 Nf3 Nc5 =, Tan—Smyslov, Petropolis Int. 
1973. 


(o) 12 Kb1 Be6 13 b3 Qc5 14 Bb2 a5 with chances for both sides, Englebert— 
Movsesian, Hamburg 1992. 


(p)' 6 Nf3 Bg! 7 0-0 Nc6 8 h3 Bxf3 9 Bxf3 e5 10 dxe5 dxe5 11 Be3 Nd4 =, 
Pachow—Belov, Katowice 1993. 


(q) (A) 7... Nbd7 8 0-0 c6 9 a4 Re8 10 Re1 + allows White the setup he is aim- 
ing for. (B) 7 .. . Nc6!? 8 Be3 exd4 9 Nxd4 Bd7 10 0-0 Re8 11 Re1 a6 12 a4 Nb4 
13 g4 c5 14 Nde2 Bc6 with counterplay, Magem Badals—Svidler, Yerevan Ol. 
1996. 


(r) 12 exd5 Nfxd5 13 Nxd5 Nxd5 =, Ivanchuk—Gagunashvilli, Istanbul 2003. 


(s) White gets more chances after 5...Nc6 6 h5 gxh5 7 Nh3 e5 8 dxe5 dxe5 
9 Qxdst +, Nisipeanu—Itkis, Romania 1995. 


(t) 12 Bb3 b4 13 Ne2 cxd5 14 cxd5 Bb7 +, Garcfa Palermo—Moreno, Spain 1994. 
11 Qd2 = would have been more sensible. 


ry 


ROBATSCH DEFENSE 


1 e4 g6 2 d4 Bg7 


AMED AFTER THE AUSTRIAN MASTER KARL Rosatscu, this defense is also 
called the “Modern Defense.” White is allowed free scope in the 

center and choice of development. Black’s advantage is a very flex- 
ible position with choices of many different plans. Black can play up one 
or two squares with the d-pawn, c-pawn, b-pawn, and sometimes the e- 
pawn or a-pawn. The queen’s knight and queen’s bishop can develop to 
different squares and the order of moves can vary. There is often transpo- 
sition to the Pirc Defense when Black plays an early... Nf6, but the 
theme of the Robatsch is to use this tempo for queenside play instead. The 
drawback to the Robatsch is that White occupies the center in the first few 
moves. Eventually Black must concern himself/herself with the center 
also, and there is danger that White has effectively staked out the territory. 
White usually emerges from the opening slightly better arid Black must be 
content with his/her flexible position. This is acceptable to some players, 
such as the Swedish Grandmaster Tiger Hillarp-Persson who is satisfied 
with the fighting chances the opening offers. 

3 Nc3 (columns 1-6) is the most natural reply by White. After 3... d6 
(columns 1—4) White has the same choice of continuations he/she does in 
the Pirc Defense (Black could then transpose to the Pirc with 4... Nf6). 4 f4 
(columns 1—2) gains a grip on the center, as in the Austrian Attack. 4 Be3 
(column 3) planning f3 is also aggressive. The classical 4 Nf3 is safe and 
sound. Black reaches more obscure positions with 3... c6 (columns 5-6). 

3 Nf3 (column 7) is simple and good. Other third moves cannot 
transpose into the Pirc Defense. Lines in which White plays c3 to block 
the long diagonal (columns 8 and 9) allow Black to counter in the center 
with ...e5. After 3 c4 d6 4 Nc3 Black can transpose into the King’s Indian 
Defense with 4 .. . Nf6, or choose the distinctly Robatsch play of columns 
10-12, 
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ROBATSCH DEFENSE 


1 e4 g6 2 d4 Bg7 3 Nc3 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
Dives GF isn eatattes oie hati atiae evade eee ea c6 
4 14 Geechee beh hates ses Be3 ........05 Nf3(D) BO4 ysecsis5es Nf£3(r) 
COs eiceueeetes Nc6(e) c6(i) c6(m) b5(p) b5(s) 
5 Nf3 Be3(f) Qd2 Be2 Bb3 Bd3 
Bg4(a) e57!(g) b5 Nd7(n) b4 d6 
6 Be3 dxe5! £3(j) a4 Nce2 h3 
Qb6(b) dxe5 Nd7 b6 dé Bb7 
7 Qd2! Qxd8t Nh3 0-0 Nf3 0-0 
Bxf3 Kxd8(h) =Bb7 Bb7 Nf6 Nd7 
8 = pxf3 0-0-0+ Nf2 Re1 e5 Re1 
; Nd7(c) Bd7 a6 a6 dxe5 Qc7 
9 0-0-0 Nf3 g4 Bc4 Nxe5 e5 
Qa5 Nh6 Qc7 e6 0-0 dxe5 
10 + Kbi h3+ h4 Bg5 0-0 Nxe5 
0-0-0(d) h5(k) Ne7(o) Nfd7(q) Nef6(t) 


(a) 5...Qb6 6 Bc4 clearly favors White. Better is 5... d5 6 e5 Bg4 7 Be3 e6 
which is slightly better for White though strategically complex. Some players 
like to play the Black side of this. 


(b) 6... Nd7 7 h3 Bxf3 8 Qxf3 c5 9 dxc5 Bxc3t 10 bxc3.Qa5 11 Bd4! e5 12 fxe5 
dxe5 13 Bc4! exd4 14 Qxf7t Kd8 15 0-0 Qxc3?! 16 Bb5 Resigns, Hector— 
Zaitsev, Jyvaskyla 1994, 


(c) 8... Qxb2 9 Rb1 Qa3 10 Rxb7 + Hoang Thanh Trang—Paschall, Budapest 
2005. 


(d) Or 10...b5 115 +. After 10... 0-0-0 11 Rg1 Kb8 12 Re5 Qc7 13.d5 Nb6 
14 dxc6 bxc6 15 Qd3 White has an edge, J. Polgar—Crouch, Hastings 1992/93. 


(e) 4...a6 5 Nf3 b5 6 Bd3 Bb7 7 0-0 Nd7 8 e5 c5 9 Be4 Bxe4 10 Nxe4 cxd4 
11 exd6 Qbé6 12 f5! pxfs 13 Ng3 +, Bareev—Pekarek, Dortmund 1990. 


(f) 5 Nf3 is also good, but allows the plan 5...Bg4 6.Be3 Bxf3 7 gxf3 d5!? 
(8 Nxd5?! e6 9 Nc3 Nxd4 =). 


(g) It is probably better to now transpose into the Pirc Defense with 5... Nf6, as 
5...e6 simply leaves White with more space. 


(h) 7...Nxd8 8Nb5 Ne6 9 f5 a6 10 fxe6 axb5 11 Bxb5t c6 12 exf7t+ wins a pawn, 
Shirov—Vial, Oviedo 1992. The column is Werner—Schneider, Germany 1990. 


(i) 4...a6 5 h4 h5 6 Qd2 b5 7 Nh3 Nfé 8 £3 Nbd7 9 0-0-0 Bb7 10 Ng5 =, Berg— 
Hillarp Persson, Swedish Chp. 2003. 
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(j) 6 Bd3 Nd7 7 Nf3 Bb7 8 0-0 Qc7 9 a4 b4 10 Ne2 c5 =, Jansa—Hickl, Bad Wér- 
ishofen 1992. 


(k) 11 g5 e6 12 a4 b4 =, Ramu—Murshed, UI&VL 2005. 


(1) (A) 4 Bg5 Nc6! 5 Bb5 a6 6 Bxc6t bxc6 7 Nge2 Rb8 8 b3 Nf6 9 0-0 Bb7 10 f3 hé 
11 Be3 0-0 =, Winants—Speelman, Brussels 1988. (B) Sharp and crazy is 4 Bc4 
c6 5 Qf3 e6 6 Nge2 b5 7 Bb3 a5 8 a3 Ba6 9 d5 cxd5 10 exd5 e5 11 Ne4 hé 
12 g4 Nf6 13 N2g3 Nxe4 14 Nxe4 0-0 15 Qh3 f5 16 gxf5 Bc8 17 Ng3 Rxf5! ~, 
Izmukhambetov—Bologan, Sevastopol 1997. 


(m) Other tries (besides 4 . . . Nf6 transposing into the Pirc Defense): (A) 4... Be4 
5 Be2 Nc6 6 Be3 e5 7 d5 Nce7 8 Ng5 Bd7 9 f4 +, Balashov—Beszterczey, Wisla 
1992; (B) 4... Nd7 5 Bc4 e6 6 Bg5 Ne7 7 Qd2 hé 8 Be3 a6 9 a4 +, Emms— 
Buckley, British Chp. 1994. 


(n) 5...b5 6 0-0 Qc7 7 a3 a6 8 Be3 Nd7 9 Qd2 Bb7 10 Radi h6 11 Rfel e6 12 Bf1 
Ne7 13 Bf4 +, Jorgensen—Pedersen, Denmark 1994. This is a typical example 
of the Robatsch—White has an edge while Black has a flexible position. 


(0) 11 Qd2 h6 12 Be3 d5 13 exd5 cxd5 14 Bd3 Kf8 15 Ne2 Kg8 16 Ng3 +, 
Bologan—Chernin, Geneva 1996. 


(p) 4...d5 5 exd5 b5 6 Bb3 b4 7 Nce2 cxd5 8 Bd2 a5 9 a3 bxa3 10 Rxa3 Nc6 
11 Nf3 e6 12 Ba4 Bd7 13 Bxc6 Bxc6 14 Qa a4 15 0-0 Ne7 16 Bb4 +, Z. Almasi— 
Teplicky, Budapest 1993. 


(q) 11 Nd3 Na6 12 a3 +, Dreev—Malisauskas, Dreben 1992. 
(rt) 4 £4 d5 5 e5 transposes into the Caro-Kann, 3... g6 line, column 55. 


(s) (A) 4... d5 5 h3 dxe4 6 Nxe4 transposes into the Caro-Kann, 3... g6 line, 
column 56. (B) 4... d6 transposes into column 4 of this section. 


(t) 11 Bf4 Nxe5 12 Bxe5 Qd7 13 a4 a6 14 Ne4 +, Glek—Hanken, Philadelphia 
1990. 


ROBATSCH DEFENSE 


1 e4 g6 2 d4 Bg7 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
3 NGS:idsivssigiestantenue neve OS isivivicceas c4 
dé dé(g) d6(j) 
4 Bo4..ssecsess c3 £4 Nc3 
Nf6(a) Nc6(d) Nf6 NC6.......005 5 iseeieteis Nd7 
5 Qe2 Bd3(e) Bd3(h) d5 dxe5(m) Nf3(p) 
0-0(b) e5 e5 Nd4 dxe5 e5 
6 0-0 dxe5 Nf3 Be3 Qxd8t Be2 
Bg4 dxe5 exd4 c5 Kxd8 c6(q) 
7 65 0-0 cxd4 Nge2 f4 0-0 
dxe5 Nf6 0-0 Qb6 Be6(n) Nh6 
8 dxe5 b4 Nc3 Na4(k) Nf3 dxe5 
Nd5 a6 Nc6 Qadt Nd7 dxe5 
9 Nbd2 a4 0-0 Bd2 Be2 Rb1 
Nb6 0-0 Bg4 Qds Ne7 0-0 
10 Bb3 Ba3 Be3 Bc3 0-0 b4 
Nc6(c) Re&(f) Re&(i) e5(1) h6(o) f6(r) 


(a) 4...e6 5 Bb3 Ne7 6 0-0 0-0 7 c3 b6 8 Nbd2 Nbc6 9 Rel Na5 10 Bc2: c5 
11 Nf1 =, Hiibner—Petrosian, Biel Int. 1976. 


(b) 5...c6(5...Nc6 6 c3 +) 6 Bb3 0-0 7 0-0 Bg4 8 Nbd2 e5 9 dxe5 dxe5 10 h3 
Bxf3 11 Nxf3 Nbd7 12 c3 +, Kotronias—Rukavina, Pucarevo 1987. 


(c) 11 e6 f5 12 c3 Nad 13 Be2 Qd5 =, Schlosser~Bologan, France 2001. 


(d) 4... Nf6 5 Qc2 0-06 Be2 c6 7 0-0 Qc7 8 h3 e5 9 dxe5 dxe5 1044 Nh5 11 Re1 
Nf4 12 Bc4 Be6 13 Na3 with an edge to White, Panno-Gulko, Vifia del Mar 
1988. 


(e) 5 Bg5!? h6 6 Bh4 g5 7 Bg3 e6 8 h4 f5 9 exfS exfS 10 d5 +, Tiviakov—van der 
Wiel, Wijk aan Zee 2004. 


(f) 11 Qc2 Bg4 12 Nbd2 Nh5 13 h3 Be6 14 Bc4 Nf4 15 Rfd1 Qf6 =, Magem 
Badals—Hickl, Horgen 1994. 


(g) 3... d5 4 exd5 Qxd5 5 Nf3 c5 6 Na3 cxd4 7 Bc4 Qd8 8 Qb3 e6 9 Nxd4 Ne7 
10 Bg5 +, Sveshnikov—Cvitan, Tilburg 1993. 


(h) 5 e5 dxe5d 6 fxe5 Nd5 7 Nf3 0-0 8 Bc4 Be6 9 Bb3 c5 10 0-0 cxd4 11 cxd4 Nc6 
with chances for both sides, Plachetka—Hoi, Ostrava 1992. 


(i) 11 h3 Bf! 12 Ng5 Nxe4 13 Bxe4 Bxe4 14 Nexe4 h6 =, Saidy—CGzerniak, Ne- 
tanya 1973, 
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(j) 3... 5 transposes into the Sicilian Defense, Accelerated Dragon (Maréczy 
Bind) after 4 Nf3 cxd4 5 Nxd4, or to Benoni positions after 4 d5. 


(k) 8 Nxd4 cxd4 9 Na4 Qa5t 10 Bd2 Qc7 11 Bd3 Nf6 12 b4 Ng4 13 Rc1 0-0 
14 0-0 Ned 15 Nb2 a5! =, Korchnoi-Speelman, Beersheba 1987. 


(1) 11 dxe6 Nxe6 12 Bxg7 Nxg7 13 Qd2 Nf6 14 f3 Be6 15 Nf4 Qe7 16 0-0-0 +, 
Gelfand—Azmaiparashvili, Dortmund 1990. 


(m) (A) 5 d5 Nd7 6 Bd3 Ne7 7 Nge2 0-0 8 0-0 Nc5 9 Bc2 a5 10 Rb1 f5 =, Aleksan- 
drov—Balashov, Smolensk Cup 1991. (B) 5 Nf3 exd4 6 Nxd4 Nc6 7 Be3 Nge7 
8 Be2 0-0 9 0-0 f5 10 exf5 Bxd4! 11 Bxd4 Nxf5 12 Be3 Nxe3 is equal, Hjartar- 
son—Azmaiparashvili, Madrid 1988. 


(n) 7...Nc6 8 Nf3 Nd4 9 Kf2 exf4 10 Bxf4 Ne6 11 Bg3 Nh6 12 Bd3 Bxc3 13 bxc3 
f6 14 Rhe1 Bd7 15 Rad1 Ke8 16 Kgi Nf7 17 e5! f5 18 c5! and White’s position 
becomes active, Petursson—Nikolaidis, Athens 1993. 


(0) 11 Nd5 c6 12 Nxe7 Kxe7 13 f5 gxf5 14 exf5 Bxf5 15 Nxe5 Be6 16 Nxd7 Draw, 
Vaganian—Azmaiparashvili, Reggio Emilia 1992. 


(p) (A) 5 f4 e5 6 fxe5 dxe5 7 d5 Ngf6 8 Nf3 0-0 9 Bd3 c6 10 0-0 Qb6t with even 
chances, Hjartarson—Berg, Akureyri 1994. (B) 5 Be3 e5 6 Nge2 Negf6 7 £3 is sim- 
ilar to the King’s Indian Defense, Samisch Variation. 


(q) 6...Ne7 7 d5 0-0 8 h4! f5 9 hd (Polugaevsky) takes squares on the kingside. 


(r) 11 c5 Nf7 12 Bc4 Qe7 13 Be3 Kh8 14 Qc2 a5 15 a3 +, Hjartarson—Zaichik, 
Philadelphia 1991. 
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CENTER COUNTER DEFENSE 


1e4 d5 2 exd5 


CY: 
oe oh A*t 


one “a, 
ates i‘ 
a 


HE CENTER COUNTER DEFENSE (also know as the Scandinavian Defense) 
is a straightforward plan that is easy to learn and play. 1...d5 

contests the center and removes the White king-pawn froin play, 
ensuring that Black will not have great troubles ahead. The downside is 
that Black loses time when recapturing on d5. Taking with the queen al- 
lows White to develop Nc3 with tempo, while recapturing with Nf6 and 
Nxd5 allows White an extra move in setting up a pawn front with d4 and 
c4. Thus it is normal for White to gain a slight advantage, but only a slight 
advantage. Often Black will set up a solid position which is hard to 
breach, while being able to calmly complete development. The defense is 
often used by grandmasters on an occasional basis, as it is most effective 
when White is not prepared with a well considered plan. Australia’s Ian 
Rogers is willing to use the defense regularly though. 

2...Qxd5 3 Nc3 Qa5 (columns 1-3) safely puts the Black queen on 
the edge of the board. With normal development, 4 d4 and 5 Nf3 or 5 Bc4, 
White holds the initiative. To gain a large advantage is not easy as Black’s 
position is solid, often similar to a Caro-Kann. Notable is 3... Qd6 which 
is seen in note (b). 

On 2... Nf6 White should not try to hold on to the pawn with 3 Bb5t 
(column 6), but play 3 d4 Nxd5 4 Nf3 (columns 4—5) and at some point c4, 
when he holds a spatial advantage. Black can try the entertaining gambit 
3... Bg4!?, the Portuguese Variation (see note [o]): 
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CENTER COUNTER 
(SCANDINAVIAN) DEFENSE 
1 e4 d5 2 exd5 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
Disitien QXOD oecevsnies eet a desaiecrienes Nf6é 
3 Nc&(a) O41) 08 cir eeetedee Aan Bb5t 
Qa5(b) Nxd5(o) Bd7 
4 d4(c) Nf3(p) Be2(v) 
Nf6é POrarceaiehics Bg4 Nxd5 
5 N83 iecisaseeieivet atin ens Bc4 c4 Be2 d4 
Bg4...sseceee c6(f) c6 Nb6 Nc6(t) Bf5! 
6 h3 Bc4 Bd2 Nc3 c4 Nf3 
Bh5 Bf5(g) Bf5(j) Bg7 Nb6 e6 
7 p4 Ne5d(h) Nd5 c5(q) d5 a3(w) 
Bg6 e6 Qds Nd5(r) Bxf3 Be7 
8 Ned g4 Nxf6t Bc4 gxf3 c4 
e6 Bg6 pxf6(k) c6 Ne5 Nb6 
9 Bg2(d) h4 Bf4(1) 0-0 Nc3 Be3 
c6 Nbd7 Qb6 Be6 e6 0-0 
10 h4 Nxd7 Bb3 Qb3 Be3 Nc3 
Be4(e) Nxd7(i) a5(m) Nxc3(s) Bb4(u) Bf6(x) 


(a) (A) 3 Nf3 is reasonable as 3. . . e57! 4 Nc3 favors White. Better is 3... Bg4 
4 Be2 Nc6 5 0-0 0-0-0 6 h3 Bh5 7 Nc3 Qd7 =, Pucovski—Plenkovic, Croatia 2005. 
(B) 3 d4 allows the counter 3... e5! 4 dxe5 Qxdi1t 5 Kxd1 Nc6 =. 


(b) 3... Qd6 is fashionable, though after 4 Nf3 Nf6 5 d4 c6 6 Ne5 Nbd7 7 Bf4 Nd5 
8 Bg3 Nxc3 (8... Qb4 9 a3!) 9 bxc3 Nxe5 10 Bxe5 Qg6 11 Rb1 White is more 
active, L'Ami—Grotenhuis, Hilversum 2006. 


(c) It is best to take charge of the center. Wimpy is 4 Nf3 Nf6 5 Bc4 Nc6 6 d3 
Bf5 =. 


(d) 9 h4 Bb4 10 Rh3 Bxc3t 11 bxc3 Nbd7 12 Nxd7 Nxd7 13 h5 Be4 14 Re3 Bc6 
15 Bd2 0-0-0 =, Arnason—Rogers, Bor 1984. 


(e) Better than 10...Nbd7 11 Nxd7 Kxd7 12 Bd2 h5 13 go Ng8 14 d5!. +, 
Smirin—Asanov, Beijing 1991. After 10... Be4 11 Bxe4 Nxe4 12 Qf3 Nd6é 
13 Bf4 {6 14 Nd3 Nb5 15 0-0 White has active play, Hossain—Bakhmatov, Larl 
Mala Mem. 2000. 


(f) (A) 5... Bf56 Bc4 c6 7 Bd2 transposes into note (g). (B) 5... Nc6?! 6 Bb5 Bd7 
7 Bd2 0-0-0 8 a4 +, Psakhis—Efimov, Lenk 1991. : 
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(g) 6... Bg4 7 h3 Bhs 8 Bd2 e6 9 Qe2 Bb4 10 0-0-0 (less accurate is 10 a3 Nbd7 
11 0-0-0 Bxc3 12 Bxc3 Qc7 13 g4 Bg6 14 Ned Ne4! =, Wolff-Rogers, Honolulu 
1998) 10... Nbd7 11 g4 Bg6 12 Kb1 0-0-0 13 a3 Bxc3 14 Bxc3 Qc7 15 Bd2 Ne4 
16 Bc1 Nb6 17 Bd3 +, Dolmatov—Rogers, Tallinn 1985. 


(h) 7 Bd2 e6 8 Qe2 (8 Nd5 is similartocolumn 3) 8 . .. Bb4 9 Ne5 (9 0-0-0 Nbd7 10 a3 
Bxc3 11 Bxc3 Qc7 12 Ne5 Nxe5 13 dxe5 Nd5 14 Bd2 is just a little edge for 
White) 9... Nbd7 10 Nxd7 Nxd7 11 a3 Bxc3 12 Bxc3 Qc7 13 d5 cxd5 14 Bxd5 
0-0 15 Bf3 Rac8 16 0-0 Nb6 =. 


(i) 11 h5 Be4 12 Rh3 Bd5 13 Bd3 0-0-0 =, Marsuura—Zarnicki, Mario Covas 2004. 


(j) (A) 6... Qb6 7 Nf3 Qxb2 8 Ned e6 9 Rb1 Qa3 10 0-0 is fair compensation for 
the pawn, Degraeve—Tomczak, Capelle la Grande 2006. This may be Black’s 
best choice. (B) 6... Qc7 7 Nf3 Bg4 8 h3 Bxf3 9 Qxf3 +, Yemelin—Podinic, BIH 
2005, 


(k) 8... exf6 9 Bf4! Bd6 10 Qe2t Kfé 11 Bxd6t Qxd6 12 Qd2 +, W. Watson— 
Christiansen, Germany 1995, 


(1) 9c3 e6 10 Ne2 Nd7 11 0-0 (Georgiev—Babula, Romania 1995) 11... Bd6 », 


(m) 11 a4 Rg8 12 Ne2 Na6 (12... Rxg2? 13 Bg3) 13 0-0 Nb4 14 Bg3 e6 15 Nf4 +, 
W. Watson—Rogers, London 1987. 


(n) 3 c4 c6 4 dxc6 Nxc6 5 Nf3 e5 6 d3 Bcd is good compensation for the pawn. 


(o) The Portuguese Variation, 3... Bg4!? 4 £3 Bf5, is very entertaining, Now 5 c4 
e6 6 dxe6 Nc6! 7 Be3 Bb4t 8 Nc3 Qe7 allows Black fine play for the pawn(s), 
de Firmian—Vescovi, Bermuda 1996. More testing is 5 Bb5t! Nbd7 6 c4 e6 
7 dxe6 Bxe6 8 c5 c6 (Smirnov—Vlassov, Aeroflot Open 2003), now 9 Ba4 gives 
White some advantage. 


(p) 4 c4 has little independent significance as White usually plays this soon. 


(q) 7 Be2 0-0 8 0-0 Nc6 9 d5 Ned 10 c5 Nxf3t 11 Bxf3 Nd7 12 Be3 Ned 13 Be2 +, 
Isaksen—Nielsen, Esbjerg 1994. 


(rt) 7... N6d7 8 Bc4 0-0 9 0-0 b6 10 Re1! bxc5 11 Bg5 +. 
(s) 11 bxc3 Bxc4 12 Qxc4 Nd7 13 Rb1 +, Gallagher—Forster, Switzerland 2006. 


(t) 5... e6 6 0-0 Be7 7 c4 Nb6 8 Nc3 0-0 9 Be3 Nc6 10 b3 +, Kovacs—Horvath, 
Hungary 1993, 


(u) 11 Qb3 Qe7 12 0-0-0 0-0-0 13 dxe6 fxe6 14 Ne4 +, G, Hernandez—Reyes, Mex- 
ico 2006. 


(v) 4 Bc4 b5 5 Bb3 a5 6 a3 Bg4 7 £3 Bc8 8 Nc3 Ba6 with compensation for the 
pawn, Zukertort—Kenny, Southampton 1884. Black should now play... g6 
and develop before trying to recapture the pawn. 


(w) 7 0-0 Be7 8 c4 Nb4 9 Na3 0-0 10 Bf4 c6 ©. 


(x) 11 h3 Nc6 12 ¢4 Bg6 13 h4 e5! 14 dxe5 Nxe5 15 Nxe5 Bxed leaving Black with 
at least equality, Balashov-Smagin, Novgorod 1995. 
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NIMZOVICH DEFENSE 


1 e4 Nc6 
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HIS ODD DEFENSE is another addition to opening theory from the in- 
ventive Aron Nimzovich, but it is not held in nearly the same 

regard as the Nimzo-Indian Defense. Although not the first to ad- 
vocate 1... Nc6, Nimzovich was the first to subject the opening to deep 
study and conclude it was sound. Most modern masters disagree with him 
and the defense is seen only rarely. Yet players such as Benjamin, who 
specializes in unorthodox openings, make use of the Nimzovich sporadi- 
cally, when the surprise value may catch their opponent unprepared. 

2 d4 (columns 1-4) takes up the challenge, grabbing the center 
squares. Black’s most reliable reply has been 2... e5 (columns 1-2), yet 
recently this has come under a cloud with White’s strong continuation of 
column 1. 2...d5 has long been regarded as less principled, and White 
holds the advantage with proper play. 2 Nf3 (columns 5-6) allows Black a 
chance to transpose back into the double king-pawn openings with 
2...e5, The Nimzovich continuation of 2... d6 keeps the game in little 
charted territory, but again allows White an edge with good play. 


NIMZOVICH DEFENSE 


1 e4 Nc6 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
2 4 ase eiviateaa eine dnbie Maile vacimeadubes docadeneet Nf3 
OD Bee ic dead oe Sadekueesis d5(g) d6(m) 
3 (0 Laer IES dxe5 Odessa Nc3(j) d4 
Nce7 Nxe5 Bf5(h) dxe4 Nf6(n) 
4 Nf3(a) Nf3 c3 d5 Nc3 
Neg6(b) Nxf3t(d)  e6 Nb&(k) Bg4 
5 ha! Qxf3 f4 Nxe4 Be3 .......06. d5(q) 
h5 Qfe h5 e6 e6 Nb8(r): 
6 Bg5 Qg3 Nf3 Bb5t Be2(o) Be2 
Nf6 Bb4t(e) Nh6 c6 Be7 p6 
7 Nc3 c3 Be3 dxc6 d5 0-0 
Bc5 Bd6é Bg4 Qxdit exd5 Bg7 
8 Na4 £4 Nbd2 Kxd1 exd5 a4 


Bb4t(c)  Qgelf) Be7(i) | Nxc6(l) Bxf3(p) _—0-0(s) 


(a) 4 Bd3 Ng6 5 Be3 Nf6 6 h3 Bb4t 7 Nd2 0-0 8 c3 Be7 9 Ne2 d6 10 c4 h6 11 Qc2 
Nd7 12 Nc3 Bg5 =, Gallagher—Rogers, Bie] 1996. 


(b) 4... d6 5 Ne3 is slightly in White’s favor, but at least this is untested and 
could lead to a confusing position. 


(c) 9 c3 Be7 10 Bxf6 Bxf6 11 d6 cxd6 12 g3 d5!? 13 Qxd5 d6 14 Bb5t Kf8 15 0-0-0 
and White holds a distinct advantage, A: Ivanov—Benjamin, U.S. Chp. 1996. 


(d) 4... Bb4t 5 c3 Nxf3t 6 Qxf3 Bc5 7 Bd3 Qf6 8 Qg3 Ne7 9 Nd2 +, Aagaard— 
Linberg, Sweden 2004. 


(e) 6... Qg6 7 Qxc7 Bdé6 (7... Qxe4t?! 8 Be3 +) 8 Qc4 Nf6 9 Nc3 0-0 10 Be3 Bed 
11 0-0-0 +, Simonenko—Malinin, corr, 1994, 


(f) (A) 9 Bd3 Qxg3t 10 hxg3 Bc5 11 Nd2 d6 12 Ne4 a6 13 a4 Nf6é =, Hiibner—Hort, 
Oslo 1984. (B) Sharper is 9 Qf3 Bc5 10 Bd3 d6 11 h3 Ne7 12 f5 Qf6 13 Bf4 
(Miln—Tomescu, Bucharest 1992) 13... Nc6 -. : 


(g) 2...d63d5 Nb8 4 Nf3 e5 5 dxe6 ee ere re 
10 Qd2 +, Najdorf—Perez Garcia, Mar del Plata 1974. 


(h) 3... f6 4 f4 (4 Bd3 g6) 4... Bf5 5 Ne2 e6 6 Ng3 fxed 7 fxe5 Qd7 (7... Qh4 +) 
8 Nxf5 +, Koste-Nimzovich, Baden-Baden 1925, Nimzovich managed to win 
the game though, helping to keep his interest in the opening. 


(i) 9 Bd3 Qd7 10 Bf2 Nf5 11 h3 4, Hermansson—Furhoff, Sweden 2002. 
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() 3 exd5 Qxd5 4 Nf3 Bg4 5 Be2 0-0-0 6 c4 Qf5 7 Be3 Nf6 8 Nbd2 e5 9 d5 Nb4 
10 Re1 Nxa2 11 Ral Nb4 12 0-0 a6 13 h3 with good play for the pawn, de 
Firmian—Waitzkin, New York 1990. 


(k) 4...Ne5 5 Qd4 Ng6 6 Bb5+ Bd7 7 Nge2 Bxb5 8 Nxb5 a6 9 Nc3 =, Nasell- 
Tournier, Pan American (U18) 2001. 


(1) 9 Bxc6t bxc6 10 c3 Ba6 11 Be3 0-0-0t 12 Ke1 Kb8 =, Gara—Molnar, Budapest 
1994, 


(m) Black declines the invitation to play 2... 5, transposing back into the nor- 
mal openings of 1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6. 


(n) 3... Bg4 may transpose back to the column after 4 Be2 Nf6 5 Nc3. Itmay also 
entice White to play 4 c3 Nf6 5 h3 Bhs 6 Nbd2 +. 


(o) 6 h3 Bhd 7 Bb5 a6 8 Bxc6t bxc6é 9 Qe2 and 10 0-0-0 gives White some advan- 
tage, although the position can easily become double-edged. 


(p) 9 Bxf3 Ne5 10 Be2 Qd7 11 0-0 0-0 12 h3 Rfe8 13 Qd2 a6 14 a4 Bd8 15 Rfe1 +, 
Sznapik—Castro, Lublin 1979. White has the simple advantage of the bishop 
pair and more space. 

(q) (A) 5 Be2 e5 6 d5 Ne7 7 Nh4 Bd7 8 Bgd Ngé 9 Nf5 (Koéovski—Mestrovié, Pula 


1991) 9...h6 =, (B) 5 Bb5 a6 6 Bxc6t bxc6 7 h3 Bhd (similar to note [o0]) 8 Qe2 
+, yet double-edged due to Black’s compact center. 


(r) 5... Ne5?! 6 Bb5t c6 7 dxc6 (better than 7 Nxe5 Bxd1 8 dxc6 dxe5 9 c7t Qd7) 
7...Nxc6 8 e5 dxe5 9 Qxd8t Rxd8 10 Bxc6t bxc6 11 Nxe5 Bd7 12 Be3 +, 
Timman-Miles, Tilburg 1981. 


(s) 9a5c6 10 Be3 Qc7 11 h3 Bxf3 12 Bxf3 Rc8 =, Wolff-Benjamin, New York 1990. 


UNUSUAL KING’S PAWN DEFENSES 


1e4 


ra 


At 


HE UNUSUAL DEFENSES covered here are 1...b6, Qwen’s Defense, 
1...a6, and 1...g5, Basman’s Defense. Other moves, such as 

1... h5, are not considered as they are simply too bad and need 
no discussion. The three defenses considered here are also viewed by the- 
ory as unreliable. Some players use them anyway, counting on surprise 
value and the psychological impact of flouting known principles. 

1... b6 is Owen’s Defense (columns 1—2). Black sets up pressure on 
the long white diagonal and can follow up with... e6and...c5. After 2 d4 
Bb7 White does best to defend e4 with 3 Bd3 (column 1) so that later c3 
can defend d4. 3 Nc3 (column 2) is also good for a small plus. 

1...a6 (columns 3-4) is similar to Owen’s Defense as Black will 
again place his bishop on the long white diagonal. Here Black will also ex- 
pand on the queenside with 2...b5, adding an extra dimension to 
Black’s play over Owen’s Defense. White gains the advantage with accu- 
rate play, but less precision allows Black the unclear game he seeks. Miles 
once used this opening to defeat Karpov, who was clearly shocked to see 
Black’s first move. 

Basman’s Defense, 1... g5 (columns 5-6), is a Grob’s Attack in re- 
verse. The reaction most players have with White is “this must be really 
bad.” In fact, Black is only somewhat worse, and if White plays with too 
much disregard he can have troubles. 
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UNUSUAL KING’S PAWN DEFENSES 


1e4 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
Tsvacs b6 (Owen’s Defense) a6 g5 (Basman’s Defense) 
2 d4 d4 d4 
Bb7 bs DG csevewsters Bg7 
3 Bd3........5. Nc3 Bd3.......64. c4 Bd3(l) Bxg5(o) 
e6(a) e6 Bb7 e6!?(j) d6 c5 
4 Nf3 Nf3(e) Nf3 cxb5 Ne2 Nf3! 
c5 Bb4 Nf6 axb5 c5 Nc6(p) 
5 c3 Bd3 Nbd2(g) Bxb5 c3 Nbd2 
Nf6(b) Nf6é e6 Bb7 Nf6é cxd4 
6 Nbd2(c) Bgs5 0-0 Nc3 0-0 Nb3 
Nc6 hé c5 Bb4 Nc6é Qb6 
7 a3! Bxf6 dxc5(h) f3 Nd2 a4 
d5 Bxc3t Bxc5 Qh4t Bd7(m) a6 


8 e5 bxc3 e5 p3 Nc4 a5 
Nfd7(d) Qxf6(f) Nd5(i) Qh5(k) Bg7(n) Qa7(q) 


(a) Too ambitious is 3... £5? 4 exfS Bxp2 5 Qh5t g6 6 fxg6 Bg7 7 Qfs! Nfé 8 Bhé! 
Bxh6 9 gxh7 Bxh1 10 Qg6t Kf8 11 Qxh6+t Kf7 12 Nh3 with a winning attack, 
Briider—Vegener, corr. 1982. 


(b) 5... cxd4 6 cxd4 Bb4t 7 Nc3 Nf6 8 Qe2 d5 9 e5 Ne4 10 0-0!7 Bxc3 11 bxc3 
Nxc3 12 Qe3 Nc6 13 Bb2 Ne4 14 Ba3 +, Adams—van der Waerden, Moscow 
Ol. 1994, 


(c) 6 Qe2 Be7 7 0-0 Nc6 8 a3 Na5 9 Nbd2 c4 10 Bc2 Qc7 11 Ned b5 12 f4 , Kir. 
Georgiev—Miles, Biel 1992. 


(d) 9 b4 Be7 10 0-0 0-0 11 Re1 with a clear plus for White. 


(e) 4 a3 Nfé 5 Bd3 c5 6 Nf3 cxd4 7 Nxd4 Nc6 8 Nxc6 Bxc6 9 e5 Nd5 10 Ne4 2, 
Prada—Scaramuao, corr. 1989. 


(f) 9 0-0 d6 10 Nd2 e5 11 f4 Qe7 12 Qg4 +, David—Bauer, France 2005. 


(g) (A) 5 e5 Nd5 6 a4 b4 7 Ng5 e6 8 Qhs g6 9 Qh3 Be7 10 Ne4 Nc6 11 Be3 
(Sjoberg—Windleboe, Aarhus 1994) 11...d6 0, This is the kind of messy 
position Black is aiming for. (B) The most famous outing of 1... a6 was 
Karpov—Miles, Skara 1980, which saw 5 Qe2 e6 6 a4 c5 7 dxc5 Bxc5 8 Nbd2 
b4 9 e5 Nd5 10 Ne4 Be7 ~, and Miles went on to win. 


(h) Simple and strong is 7 c3, maintaining the center and planning to complete 
development before attacking. 


385 


(i) 9 Ne4 Be7 10 Bg5 0-0 11 Nd6 Bc6 12 Bxe7 Qxe7 13 a4 f6 14 Ne4 +, 
Tischbierek—Reefschiger, Germany 1994. 


(j) 3... Bb7 4 £3 bxc4 5 Bxc4 e6 6 Nc3 +, Ratna Sulistya—Botsari, Buenos Aires 
1992. The column’s gambit of a wing pawn is more promising. 


(k) 9 Qd3 Ne7 10 Nge2 f5 11 Nf4 Qf7 with chances for both sides, Bronstein— 
Beck, Budapest 1989. 


(1) 3 h4 g4 4 Nc3 d6 5 Be3 c6 6 Qd2 bd 7 Bd3 Nd7 8 Nge2 Nef6 9 Ng3 Bb7 
10 0-0-0 Qa5 11 Kb1 0-0-0 =, Barlov-Basman, 1988. 


(m) 7...Qc7 8 b4! b6 (8... cxb4 9 cxb4 Nxb4 10 Qa4t Nc6 11 d5) 9 bxc5 bxc5 
10 Rb1 Bd7 11 Nc4 +, Nunn—Basman, London 1980. 


(n) 9 d5 Ne5 10 Nxed5 dxe5 11 Ng3 Qc7 12 Qe2 a6 13 b4 +, Wulf—Herrnkind, Ger- 
many 1992. < 


(o) Safer play is 3 c3 h6é along the lines of the previous column. 


(p) 4... Qb6 5 Nc3 Qxbz2 6 Nb5 Naé 7 Bd3 cxd4 8 0-0 Qb4 9 Rel e5 10 Rb1 Qed 
11 Qd2 Ne7 12 Bhé with good play for the pawn, Roscher—Bettermann, corr. 
1989, 


(q) 9 Bd3 dé 10 Nfd2 Nf6 11 Nc4 Be6 12 Nb6 =, Jongman—Wind, corr. 1981. 
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QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 
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HE QUEEN’S GamaiT (1 d4 d5 2 c4) is the keystone to White’s offensive 
plan of starting on the left side of the center. The character of the 

game is much different than that of king-pawn openings, which 
often quickly result in open clashes. The Queen’s Gambit takes the game 
to a strategic battle where the tactical clashes are delayed until the mid- 
dlegame. The offer of a pawn with 2 c4 is what gives the opening its edge, 
as the c-pawn attacks Black’s center strongpoint. The “gambit” in the 
opening’s name is rather a misnomer though, as Black cannot really hold 
on to the pawn. There is also a stark difference from the King’s Gambit in 
that the White king’s safety is not compromised by the pawn advances on 
the left side of the board. 

The Queen’s Gambit is one of the old openings, first mentioned in 
the Géttingen manuscript of 1490, then later the subject of analyses by 
Salvio and Greco in the early seventeenth century. Theorists in the nine- 
teenth century discussed the best way to meet the gambit. The majority of 
chess writers, starting with Jaenisch (1843), seemed to be of the opinion 
that holding the center with 2 . . . e6 was the best defense. After this move 
there are many divergences, some depending on what White does and 
others on Black’s choices. Some of the better-known variations that might 
arise are the Orthodox Variation, the Cambridge Springs Defense, the Ex- 
change Variation, Lasker’s Defense, the Tartakower System, the Ragozin 
System, the Vienna Variation, the Semi-Tarrasch Defense (the Tarrasch 
Defense proper will be treated separately), and others. 

Strategically, White’s plan when playing 2 c4 is to attack the center 
and remove Black’s d-pawn from its place so that White is free to advance 
his/her e-pawn to e4. Black, by playing 2 .. . e6, stops White from doing 
this but imprisons the light-squared bishop. Black will often try to imitate 
White by attacking White’s d-pawn with a timely ...c5. In the course of 
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this struggle one side or the other often accepts structural weaknesses in 
return for dynamic strengths. Isolated and hanging pawns abound for both 
sides in this group of openings. 


EAT ri 


‘g, 


The Orthodox Defense is characterized by the moves 3 Nc3 Nf6é 
4 Bg5 Be7 5 e3 0-0 6 Nf3 Nbd7 (see above diagram), It was christened “or- 
thodox” by Dr. Tarrasch, who was sarcastically making fun of the accepted 
dogma of the day. It is used today by few players because of its lack of ac- 
tive counterplay and the small likelihood of Black getting any winning 
chances. It reached a peak of popularity during the 1927 Capablanca— 
Alekhine match in Buenos Aires, but now many other variations have 
been invented so that Black has many defensive options. 

Columns 1-6 illustrate the Capablanca freeing maneuver... dxc4 
and... Nd5 followed by ... e5. White tries for an edge either by trading 
pawns and attacking on the kingside (columns 1-3) or by keeping the ten- 
sion in the center (columns 4-6). White can deviate on move 11 with 
Alekhine’s 11 Ne4 (columns 7—10) or Black can on move 8 with... h6 
(columns 11-12). The move 7 Qc2 is more popular today than 7 Rc1; 
columns 16-18 show how this line develops. Black can try to improve 
matters with 6... h6, and if White responds 7 Bxf6 Bxf6 we have the Pet- 
rosian Variation (columns 19-24). This was popular in the 1980s, with 
Kasparov as one of its most enthusiastic advocates. Black’s defenses have 
been strengthened since then so White now has trouble gaining an advan- 
tage with it. If Black plays 5... h6 a different group of variations arise, 
covered in columns 25-28, Columns 29-30 deal with 5 Qc2, a favorite of 
Kramnik’s. a 

Lasker’s Defense is 6... h6 7 Bh4 Ne4 (columns 31-36). Black tries 
to trade off several pieces in a bid for freedom. Another old variation, 
named after the Pennsylvania town, is the Cambridge Springs Defense 
(columns 37-42), characterized by... c6 and ...Qa5, which tries to ex- 
ploit the absence of White’s bishop from the queenside. This was first 
used in the Cambridge Springs International Tournament of 1904, a great 
triumph for Frank Marshall. 
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The well-respected and popular Tartakower Variation arises after 
6...h6 7 Bh4 b6 (columns 43-48), see above diagram. This has been a fa- 
vorite of Karpov, Short, and Spassky. Black’s ...b6 allows the problem 
bishop to develop and prepares for ...c5. White has four serious re- 
sponses: 8 Be2 (columns 43—44), 8 Bd3 (columns 45—46), 8 Qb3 (columns 
47), and 8 cxd5 (columns 48), 

The Exchange Variation, 4 exd5 (columns 49-60), is a respected way 
for White to limit Black’s options. White can play this line with several 
different plans. He/she can play a quiet positional game and attempt to get 
an edge on the queenside with the “minority attack,” or push in the cen- 
ter with e4, opening the game. White can castle queenside and aggres- 
sively attack (this is popular these days). 

Developing the bishop with 5 Bf4 (columns 61-72) instead of to the 
usual place at g5 continues to be a viable alternative. The main continua- 
tion is 5... 00 6 e3 c5 7 dxc5 Bxc5 (columns 61-67). White often castles 
queenside and hurls the kingside pawns forward with lively play. Play 
with ... c6 is seen in columns 68-71. 

The Ragozin System (columns 73-78) is 4...Bb4 4 la Nimzo- 
Indian, to which it can sometimes transpose. The most crucial theoretical 
line is the Vienna Variation, 5 Bg5 dxc4 6 e4 (columns 73-75), which re- 
ceived a test in the 1993 Karpov vs. Timman match. 

Black can try to avoid the pin of his king’s knight by delaying 
... Nf6, as seen in columns 79-82. Columns 83-84 cover Black hitting 
back in the center with .. . c5 after his king’s knight does get pinned. 
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The complex of variations known as the Semi-Tarrasch Defense arises 
after 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 Nf3 c5 (columns 85-102), with 5 cxd5 Nxd5 (columns 
85-100, see above diagram) the usual follow-up. White has different ways 
to deal with this. In columns 85-92 White gets an isolated d-pawn or hang- 
ing pawns. Columns 93-96 are lines where White has a big center and 
Black the queenside majority. In columns 97-100 White fianchettos his 
king’s bishop. Columns 101-102 are miscellaneous deviations. 
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QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 
Orthodox Variation 


1 d4 d5 2 c4 eG 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 Bgs Be7 5 e3 0-0 6 Nf3 Nbd7 7 Rc1 c6 
8 Bd3 dxc4 9 Bxc4 Nd5 10 Bxe7 Qxe7 11 0-0 Nxc3 12 Rxc3 e5 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
13° -VdXOD i 2. <.casctieinseeencadeaeseocseta tee: Bb3(I)....... Qe2isss sedi. Qb1 
Nxe5 exd4 exd4(p) exd4(x) 
14 Nxe5 exd4 exd4 exd4 
Qxe5 Nf6(m) Nb6(q) Nb6(y) 
15 f4(a) Rel Re1i(r) Bb3(z) 
QO4 i csiveartates eas deeed Qf6(g) Qd6é Qda(s) Qfé(aa) 
16 Qe2(b) Qe1(d) f5(h) Rce3(n) Bb3 Re1(bb) 
Bf5 Bf5 b5(i) Bg4 Nd5 Be6(cc) 
17 Bd3 Bd3 Bb3(j) h3 Bxd5(t) ~~ Bxe6 
Qe6 Qd5(e) b4 Bxf3(o) Qxd5 fxe6 
18 e4 e4 Rc5 Rxf3 = Re5(u) Rce3 
Rfe8 Qd4t Ba6 Qd6 Rae8= 
19 Rel Qf2 Rf4 Qe4(v) 
Qdé(c) Qxf2t(f) Rad8(k) £6 =(w) 


(a) 15 Qb3 Qe7 16 Rd1 Bf5 17 e4 Bg6 (if 17... Bxe4 18 Qe3 is good for White) 
18 £3 Rfd8 =, Griinfeld—Bogoljubow, Carlsbad 1929. 


(b) On the immediate 16 Bd3 Black plays 16... Qxe3t 17 Kh1 Qe7 18 f5 Qf6 and 
White has insufficient compensation for the pawn, Chekover—Huber, corr. 
1932, 


(c) White’s mobile kingside majority gives him a small advantage, Garcia 
Gonzales—Toth, Thessaloniki 1984. 


(d) 16 Bb3 Be6? (better 16... Bf5) 17 Bc2 Qb4 18 £5 Qxb2 19 Qel Bd7 20 fét is 
Pafnutieff-R. Gross, California 1953, In this line if 17...Qd5 18 f5 Qxd1 
19 Rxd1 Bc8 20 e4 White is much better in the ending. 


(ec) 17... Qe6 18 e4 Rfe8 19 Qf2 Bxe4 20 Re1 Rad8 21 f5 Qd5 22 Qe3 +, 
Fyllingen—Johannessen, Langesund 2001. 


(f) After 20 Kf2 White had an advantage in the ending because of his well- 
centralized king and better development; Hertneck-Sonntag, West Germany 
1985. 


(g) Some other choices: (A) 15... Qe7 16 £5 b5 17 Bb3 b4 18 f6 gxf6 19 Rxc6 
Qxe3t 20 Kh1, and White has strong attacking chances, Eawe-Thomas, Hast- 
ings 1934, (B) 15... Qa5 16 f5 Bxf5 17 Qh5 g6 18 Qg5 Kg7 19 e4 f6 20 Qf4 Bd7 
21 Qdé6 and White has a strong initiative (Taimanov). 
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(h) 16 e4 Be6 17 e5 Qe7 18 Bd3 f5 19 Qa4 a6 =, Capablanca—Lasker, Moscow 1935. 
White's protected passed pawn is balanced by Black’s mobile queenside 
majority. 

(i) 16... a5 17 a4 Rb8 18 Qc2 Bd7 19 Rd3 Rbd8 20 Qd2 b5 21 Bxb5 would be bet- 
ter for White while 21 axb5 led to nothing in Stahl berg—Trifunovié, Amster- 
dam 1950. 


(j) 17 Bd3 b4 18 Rc5 Re8 led to unclear play in Stahl berg—Eliskases, Stockholm 
1952. 


(k) Instead 19 . . . Rab8 20 Qd4 Qxd4 21 Rxd4 Rb6 22 Rd7 Rb7 23 Rxb7 Bxb7 
24 Red +, Wiedenkeller~-Hammes, Germany 2001. After 19 . ... Rad8 Black's 
command of the open file was not enough compensation for the lost pawn and 
structural weaknesses, Bronstein—Gereben, Moscow 1949. 


(1) 13 h3 is a relatively new move. In Vaganian—Radulov, Dubai 1986, there fol- 
lowed 13... e4 (13... exd4 14 exd4 + according to Vaganian) 14 Nd2 and 
now 14... Nf6 15 Qc2 Bf5 was the best try to equalize. ' 


(m) 14...Nb6 15 Re1 Qf6 16 Qe2 Bf5 17 Qe7 +, Stahlberg—Sundberg, Orebro 
1937, 


(n) 16 Ne5!? Be6 17 Bxe6 fxe6 18 Qb3 Nd5 19 Rg3 Qe7 (19. . . b6 20 Re4 Rac8 
21 Rxg7t! wins) 20 Nd3 Rae8 21 Rg4 favors White, Kacheishvilli-A. Petro- 
sian, Batumi 2003. 


(o) 17... Bh5 18 g4 Bg6 19 Red Rad8 21 Qc! is slightly better for White. 


(p) 13... e4 14 Nd2 Nf6 15 £3 exf3 16 Rxf3 Bg4 17 Rg3 Bh5 18 Bd3 Bg6 is about 
equal, Abramovic—Zheliandinov, Pula 2000. 


(q) 14... Nf6 is too risky. A game Lputian—Balashov, Yerevan 1986, continued 
15 Re1 Qd8 16 h3 Nd5 17 Bxd5 Qxd5 18 Re5 Qd6 19 Ng5 g6 20Rf3 £6 21 Qb3t 
Kg7 22 Re8 a5 23 Rxc8 Resigns. 


(rt) White can try 15 Bb3 Be6 16 Qe4 Nd5 17 Bxd5 +, Gagunashvilli-Malyshev, 
Abu Dhabi 2003, 


(s) 15...Qd6 16 Np& is risky; 15 ... Qf6 16 Bb3 Bf5 17 Qd2 Rad8& 18 Ned Be6 
19 Rf3 +, Zakharevich—Zamruk, Russia 2001. 


(t) 17 Rc5 Be6 F, S, Vukovic—Trifunovié, Yugoslavia 1948, 


(u) 18 Red Qdé (18... Qd8 19 Ng5 g6 20 Qe4 h6 was about equal in Garcia Gon- 
zalez—Ree, Wijk aan Zee 1979) 19 Rce5 h6 20 d5 Bd7 (possible is 20... cxd5 
21 Qb3 d4 22 Rd5 Qbé6 = [Neishtadt]) 21 Qb3 b6 22 h3 Rae’ =, Stahlberg— 
Gligorié, Sweden—Yugoslavia, 1948. 


(v) 19 Rce3 h6 20 Qc3 (20 Re7 Rb8 21 Re8 Be6 =, Cobo—Hooper, Helsinki 1952) 
20... Be6 21 h3 Rad8 is even—Pirc—Gligorié, Yugoslavia 1951. 


(w) Black has equalized—Eliskases—Trifunovié, Helsinki 1952. 


(x) 13...e414 Nd2 Qf6 15 b4 (15 Bb3 Bg4 16 Re1 Kh8 17 h3 Be6 18 Bxe6 Qxe6, 
19 Recl Rae8 20 Ra3 a6 was equal in Capablanca—Stahlberg, Buenos Aires 
1939) 15... Bg4 (15... Nd5 16 Bxd5 cxd5 17 Qb3 Be6 18 Rfcl. was substan- 
tially better for White in Najdorf-Guimard, Mar del Plata 1946) 16 Rfc1 + in 
Najdorf-Pilnik, Buenos Aires, 1947. 
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(y) 14... Nf6 15 Re1 Qd6 16 h3 (16 Rce3 Bp4 17 Ne5 Qxd4 18 Qc! is unclear) 
16 ... Bd7 17 Rce3 Rae8 18 Re5 was +, Perez—Kristianssen, Havana 1966. 


(z) 15 Re3 Qd8 16 Bb3 Nd5 17 Red f6 18 Bxd5t +, Ricardi—Acebal, Barcelona 
2000. 


(aa) 15... Bd7 16 Re1 Qd6 17 Ng5 p6 18 Rf3 Bf5 19 Nxf7 Qxd4 (19... Rxf7 
20 Bxf7t Kxf7 21 g4 +) 20 Nh6t Kh8 21 Nxfs with a big edge—Najdorf- 
Bolbochan, Mar del Plata 1947. 


(bb) 16 Re3 Be4 17 Qe4 Bxf3 18 Rxf3 Rae8 19 Qd3 Qd6 was completely level in 
Stahlberg—Gligorié, Belgrade 1949. 


(cc) 16... Bg4 17 Qe4 is bad for Black. If 16... Bf5 17 Qc1 Rad8 18 Re5 Nd7 
19 Ree3 Rfe8 20 Qe1 and White retains a slight initiative, Ekstrom—Karlsson, 
Stockholm 1987. 
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QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 


Orthodox Variation 
1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Nfé 4 Bgs Be7 5 e3 0-0 6 Nf3 Nbd7 7 Rci c6 8 Bd3 
7 8 9 10 11 12 
8 KOS scien ce Shares ivas evateueadiasaaultqdes Staanveeisuanenss h6(k) 
9 Bxc4 Bfa(l)........ Bh4 
Nd5 dxc4(m) dxc4. 
10 Bxe7(a) Bxc4. Bxc4 
Qxe7 a6(n) b5(p) 
11 Ne4(b) Bd3 Bd3 
Qb4t........ Obs scaslassias NS 16s Siis vabeweneesdeen ches c5 a6 
12 Qd2 0-0(d) Nxf6t Ng3 a4 a4(q) 
Qxd2t exd4 Qxf6 b6(h) cxd4 bxa4(r) 
13 Kxd2 Qxd4 Bb3(f) 0-0 exd4 Nxa4 
Rd8 N7b6 e5 c5 Nb6 Qa5t 
14 Rhdi Bb3 0-0 e4 0-0 Nd2 
N5f6 Bg4 exd4 Rda(i) Nbd5 Bb4(s) 
15 Nxfet Np3 Qxd4 e5 Be5(o)+ Nca(t). 
Nxf6(c) Bxf3(e) Qxd4(g)  Ne4(j) c5(u): 
(a) (A) 10 Ne4 f6 11 Bf4 (Not 11 Bh4 g5 12 Bg3 f5 followed by... £4) 11... Nxf4 


12 exf4 Nb6 13 Bb3 Bb4t is at least equal for Black. (B) 10 h4 f6 11 Bf4 Nxf4 
12 exf4 Nb6 was murky in Eingorn—Morovié, Bor 1985. 


(b) 11 Qc2 Nxe3 12 Qxc3 b6 13 0-0 Bb7 was insipid in Capablanca—Vidmar, Hast- 
ings 1929. 


(c) Black has a difficult ending but Capablanca seemed to think it was tenable 
and succeeded in holding it more than once; for example, Alekhine— 
Capablanca, Buenos Aires 1927. 


(d) 12 dxe5. Nxe5 13 Nxe5 (13 Bxd5 cxd5 14 Nc3 Bg4 15 Nxd5 Qd6 is better 
for Black, Mitchell-Thomas, Edinburgh 1926) 13 ...Qxe5 14 Bxd5 cxd5 
15 Nc3 Rd8 16 Qd4 Qxd4 17 exd4 is a somewhat difficult ending for Black, 
Kuloats—Kovaljov, Estonia 2001. 


(e) The column is Najdorf-Stahlberg, Zurich 1953. After 16 gxf3 Qf6 17 Qxfé 
Nxf6 18 Nf5 Rad8 19 Rfd1 Nc8 (19... Nfd5 was perhaps better) White had a 
small but enduring advantage in the endgame. 


(f) 13 0-0 e5 14 e4 cxd4 15 Qxd4 Qxd4 16 Nxd4 Ne5 17 Bb3 d, Atalik— 
Zheliandinov, Podlehnik 2001. 


(g) 16 Nxd4 Rd8 17 Red1 Ned 18 f4 Ng6 19 h3 Bd7 is slightly better for White 
after the suggested 20 Rd2, Korchnoi—Hiibner, Biel 1986. 
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(h) (A) Emanuel Lasker played 12...e5 here against Alekhine, Zurich 1934. 
After 13 0-0 exd4 14 Nf5 Qd8 15 N3xd4 Ne5 16 Bb3 Bxf5 17 Nxf5 Qh6 
(17... g6 was necessary and would have avoided the subsequent debacle) 
18 Qd6 N5d7 19 Rfd1 Rac8 20 Qg3 g6 21 Qg5 Kh8 22 Nd6 Kg7 23 e4 Ng8 24 
Rd3 f6 25 Nf5t Kh8 26 Qxe6 Resigns (if 26... hxg6 27 Rh3 mate). This was 
the first time Alekhine beat Lasker. (B) 12... Qb4t 13 Qd2 Qxd2+ 14 Kxd2, 
Dorfman—Bacrot, Val d’Isere 2002, is another ending where Black can likely 
hold the game. 


(i) A recent idea. Previously 14... cxd4 and 14... Bb7 were known, 


(j) After 16 h3 Nh6 (16...Nde5 17 Be2 Nxf2 18 Rxf2 White is winning— 
Yermolinsky) 17 d5 exd5 18 Qxd5 Rb8 19 e6 Bb7 20 Nf3 Qxe6 21 Qxe6 White 
had a small advantage in the ending, Yermolinsky—Orlov, USA 1995. 


(k) The immediate 9... b5 10 Bd3 a6 11 a4 bxa4 12 Nxa4 Qa5t 13 Nc3c5 14 Rai 
Qb4 15 0-0 Bb7 is +, Vidmar—Lasker, Nottingham 1936. 


(1) 10 Bxf6 Bxf6 11 0-0 dxc4 11 Bxc4 e5 12 Bb3 exd4 13 exd4 Re8 =, Zysk— 
Georgadze, Dortmund 1984. 


(m) 10...Nh5 11 Be5 Nxe5 12 dxe5 and now 12... 6 is not so bad, but not 
12... dxc4 13 Bxc4 +, Fine—Maréczy, Zandvoort 1936. 


(n) 10...Nd5 11 Bg3 is +. 


(0) Tolush—Konstantinopolsky, USSR 1952. In this typical isolated queen pawn 
position, White’s greater mobility and development outweigh his structural 
weakness. 


(p) 10...Nd5 11 Bg3 Nxc3 12 bxc3 b6 13 0-0 Bb7 14 Qe2 a6,15 Rfdi Ba3 
16 Rbi =, Kalka—Levin, Holland 2005. 


(q) There are several alternatives: (A) 12 0-0 c5 13 Qe2 Bb7 14 Rfd1 b4 15 Na4 
cxd4 16 Nxd4 Qa5 17 b3 Rac8 =, Krush-Galliamova, Krasnoturinsk 2004. 
(B) 12 Bb1 Bb7 13 Qc2 c5 14 dxc5 b4 15 Rd1 g5 16 Nxg5 hxg5 is another spec- 
ulative attempt hard to judge. 


(r) 12... b4 13 Bxf6 gxf6 (13... Nxf6 14 Ne4 +) 14 Ne4f5 15 Ng3c5 16 e4 cxd4 
17 exf5 e5 18 Rxc6 Nf6 19 Qci +, Ribli-Hennings, Leipzig 1973. 


(s) 14...c5 15 Bxf6 Bxf6 16 Nxc5 e5 17 0-0 exd4 18 Nde4 Qb6 19 Qf3 Nxc5 
20 Nxc5 Ra7 21 exd4 Qxb2 =, Schaekachev—Gereev, Calvia OL. 2004. 


(t) 15 Bxf6é Nxf6 16 Nc5 e5 17 Nb3 Qb6 was disadvantageous for White in 
Pachmann-Rosetto, Mar del Plata 1960. 


(u) 16 Nc4 Qd8 17 Ne5 cxd4 18 exd4 Qb6 19 Nxd7 Nxd7 20 0-0 Bb7 21 Rb1 Rfc8 
draw, Kaufman—Lengyel, Budapest 2006. Better may be the older Kamsky- 
Salov, Sanghi Nagar 1995, which went 16 Nb3 Qd8 17 0-0 cxd4 18 Nxd4 Bb7 
19 Nc6 Bxc6 20 Bxc6 Ra7 22 Bg3 Ne5 23 Rd4 Bd6 24 Ne4 Nc6 25 Nxf6t pxf6 
26 Rc6 Bed 27 Qe4t and White won in 35 moves. 
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QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 


Orthodox Variation 
1 d4 d5 2 c4 eG 3 Nc3 Nfé 4 Bgs Be7 5 e3 0-0 6 Nf3 Nbd7 
13 14 15 16 17 18 
7. RGD elie ieee Qc2(l) 
CB iascsccexes AG cccazceees dxc4. («eee c5 
8 Qc2 b3(f) Bxc4 0-0-0 0-0-0(q)..... Rd1 + 
a6(a) h6 c5 dxc4(m) Qa5(r) cxd4(w) 
9 a4(b) Bh4 0-0 Bxc4 Kb1(s) Nxd4 
Re8 Bb4 a6 b5(n) dxc4 dxc4 
10 Bd3 Bd3 Be2(i) Bd3 Bxc4 Bxc4 
dxc4. c5 cxd4 Bb7(o) cxd4 Qad 
11 + Bxc4 0-0 Nxd4 Kb1 Rxd4(t) Bh4 
Nd5(c) cxd4(g) Qb6 hé hé(u) Ne5 
12 Bxe7(d) exd4 Qc2(j) h4 h4a Be2(x) 
Qxe7 Qad Re8 Rc8 b5 Ng6 
13 0-0 Qc2 Rfd1 Rh3 Bxb5(v) Nb3(y) 
Nb4(e) dxc4(h) Nfa(k) Qa5(p) Qhbé6(z) ” 


(a) 8... h6 9 Bh4 Ne4 10 Bxe7 Qxe7 11 a3 Nxc3 12 Qxc3 dxc4 13 Bxc4 b6 
* 14 0-0 Bb7 15 Rfd1 Rfd8 16 b4 Rac8 17 Be2 Nf6 18 Ne5 Nd7 19 Nxd7 witha 
small edge, Volkov—Halkias, Warsaw 2005. 


(b) 9a3 Re8 10 h3 dxc4 11 Bxc4 c5 12 dxc5 Nxc5 13 Rd Ned7 140-0 Qc7 15 Be2 
b5 16 Bf4 Qb6 17 e4 Bb7 18 e5 +, Sasikirin—Kaidanov, Bled Ol. 2002. 


(c) At this point Vyzmanavin gives 11... b5 12 Bd3 Bb7 as unclear. 


(d) 12 Bf4 Nxf4 13 exf4 cS 14 dxc5 Qc7 15 0-0 Qxf4 16 Ne4 was played in 
Alekhine-Rubinstein, Karlovy Vary 1923. The game continued 16... Nxc5 
17 Nxc5 Bxc5 18 Bd3 b6 19 Bxh7+ Kh8 (A decisive error according to 
Alekhine; after 19... Kf8, he said, it would be difficult to prove a win.) 
20 Be4 Ra7 (20... Rb8 would be somewhat better) 21 b4 Bf8 22 Qc6 Rd7 
23 g3 Qb8 24 Ng5 Red8 25 Bg6! Qes (if 25 .. . fxg6 26 Qe4 Bxb4 27 Qh4t Kgs 
28 Qh7+ Kf8 29 Qh8t mates in a few) 26 Nxf7t Rxf7 27 Bxf7 QfS 28 Rfd1 
Rxd1t 29 Rxd1 Qxf7 30 Qxc8 Kh7 31 Qxa6 Qf3 32 Qd’3+ Resigns. 


(e) Following 14 Qb3 a5 15 e4 b6 16 e5 White had an advantage in the game 
Vyzmanavin-F, Braga, Benidorm 1993. 


(f) Others: (A) 8 c5 c6 9 Bd3 e5 10 Bxf6 Bxf6 11 dxe5 Be7 12 Qc2 p6 13 Na4 Qc7 
is about level, Vaganiain—Onischuk, Moscow 2002. (B) 8 cxd5 exd5 9 Bd3 c6 
10 0-0 Re8 11 Bb1 Nf8 gives perhaps a tiny edge to White; Gligorié—Ivkov, 
Bugojno 1979. 
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(g) 11... Qa5 12 Qc2 Ba3 13 Rb1i Bb4 14 Rfc1 Ba3, suggested by Kharitonov, is a 
slight improvement. 


(h) The game continued 14 bxc4 b5 15 c5 Bb7 and now 16 Ne4 would have given 
White a clear edge, Zvjaginsev—Kharitonov, Russia 1995, 


(i) 10 dxc5 Nxc5 (if 10... Bxc5 11 Ne4 Be7 12 Nd6 +) 11 b4 Nce4 12 Nxe4 Nxe4 
13 Bxe7 Qxe7 14 Qd4 Nf6 15 Bb3 a5 16 b5 a4 17 Bc4 Rd8 18 Qf4 Bd7 =, 
I. Sokolov—Iordachescu, Bled Ol. 2002. 


(j) Nenashev suggests 12 Qb3, which is also somewhat better for White. 
(k) White has a slight advantage, Nenashev—Peregadov, Akmala 1993. 
(1) 7 Qb3 b6 8 0-0 Bb7 9 Rad1 h6 10 Bh4Ne4 = (Bogatirchuk). 


(m) Other moves are passable here. (A) 8... Re8 9 Kbi a6 10 h4 b5 11 cd b4 
12 Na4 a5 13 Bxf6 Bxf6 14 Ng5 with a good attack, P. Cramling-Arakhamia, 
Tilburg 1994. (B) 8... a6 9 Kb1 h6 10 Bf4 dxc4 11 Bxc4 b5 12 Be2 Bb7 13 Ned 
Rc8 14 Bf3 Qb6 =, Kaidanov—Bu Xiangzhi, Shanghai 2002. 


(n) 9...Nd5 10 Bxe7 Qxe7 11 Kb1 Nxc3+t 12 Qxc3 c5 13 Bxb5 +, Vyzmanavin— 
Balster, Gelsen Kirchen 1991. 


(o) 10...b4 11 Na4 + in Burgess—Richardson, England 1987, 
(p) White has good attacking chances, Burgess—Ravikumar, London 1987. 


(q) 8 cxd5 Nxd5 (possible also is 8... cxd4 9 Nxd4 Nxd5 10 Bxe7 Nxe7 11 Be2 
Nf6 and White has very little, Viadimirov—Kharitonov, Moscow 1981) 9 Bxe7 
Qxe7 10 Nxd5 exd5 11 Bd3 g6 =, Piket—Morovié, Wijk aan Zee 1994. 


(r) An original miniature resulted from the recapture 8... cxd4 9 Rxd4!? Qa5 
10 cxd5 exd5 11 h4 Nb6 12 Rf4 Bd6é 13 Rxf6 gxf6 14 Bxf6 Nd7 15 Qfs Resigns, 
Hillarp Persson—Arencibia, Bled Ol. 2002. 


(s) 9h4 cxd4 10 Nxd4 Bb4 11 Nb3 Qb6 12 Kb1 dxc4 13 Bxc4 Qc6 is about even, 
Cebalo—Campora, Sarajevo 1986. 


(t) 11 exd4 b5 12 Bxb5 Rb8 13 Bd3 Ba3 unclear, Timoshenko—Ruban, Novilsk 
1987. 


(u) Not 11... e5? 12 Rh4 Re8 13 Nd5 g6 14 Nc7 winning, Shpindler—Dejlic, corr. 
1972. 


(v) The position is rather unclear, though probably favorable for White. 


(w) 8... Qa5 9 cxd5 Nxd5 10 Bxe7 Nxe7 11 Bd3 Nf6 12 0-0 cxd4 13 Nxd4 Bd7 
gave White a tiny edge in a lifeless position, Capablanca—Lasker, Havana 
1921. 


(x) Retreating the bishop the other way allows Black to exchange its partner: 
12 Bb3 Ng6 13 Bg3 Nh5 14 0-0 Nxg3 15 hxg3 Bd7 16 Nf5 Bc6 =, Buhman— 
A.Sokolov, French Chp. 2002. 


(y) 13 Bg3 e5 14 Nb3 Qb6 15 0-0 +, C. Hansen—Kveinys, Groningen 1990. 
(z) After 14 Bg3 Bd7 15 h4 White is better, Korchnoi—Osnos, USSR 1963. 
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QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 


Petrosian Variation 


1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Nfé 4 Bg5 Be7 5 e3 0-0 6 Nf3 h6 7 Bxf6 Bxf6 


19 20 21 22 23 24 

8 RCVisciemties eaten (0 [er Peer reer eer ean Qd2 .......4. Qb3 
c6(a) Na6... c5(n) dxc4(s) c6 

9 Bd3 Rdi(j) dxc5 Bxc4 Rd1i(w) 
Nd7(b) c5 Nc6(o) Nd7(t) Nd7(x) 

10 0-0 dxc5(k) —cxd5 0-0-0 Bd3 
dxc4 Qa5d exd5 p6(u) Rba(y) 

11 Bxc4 cxd5 0-0-0(p) h4 0-0 
Ce eer reee c5 Nxc5 Be6 Bg7 b5 

12 h3(c) Qe2(f} Nd4(1) Nd4(q) Kbi cxb5. 
exd4 a6 exd5 Rc8 a6 cxb5 

13 exd4 Rfdi a3 Bb5 Bb3 Re1(z) 
Nb6 cxd4(g) Ne6 Ne7 Qe7 a6 

14 Bb3 Nxd4(h) Be2(m) Nb3 Re1 Ne2 
Re&(d) Qe7 Nxd4 b6 b6 e5(aa): 

15 Re1 Ne4 exd4 Ba6 Na4(v)= dxe5 
Rxeit(e) Be5(i) Be6 = Rb8(r) Nxe5 (bb) 


(a) Other possibilities are: (A) 8... Be7 9 a3 c6 10 Bd3 Nd7 11 0-0 b6 12 Qe2 +, 
A. Petrosian—Hiibner, Seville 1997. (B) 8...a6 9 a3 c6 10 Bd3 Nd7 11 0-0 
b5 =, Portisch—Short, Brussels 1986. (C) 8... Nce6 9 cxd5 exd5 10 Be2 Ne7 11 
b4a6 12 a4 with a substantial White edge in Korchnoi—Spassky, USSR'1963. 


(b) If 9... dxc4 10 Bxc4 Nd7, White plays 11 Ne4 e5 12 Nxf6t Qxf6 13 0-0 Qe7 
14 e4 + as in Gligori¢é—Portisch, Zagreb 1965. 


(c) 12 Bb3 exd4 13 exd4 Re8 14 h3 Nf8 15 d5 Bd7 was equal in Ribli—Karpov, 
London 1984, while 12 Ne4 exd4 13 Nxf6+ Nxf6 14 Qxd4 Bg4 15 Qf4 Bxf3 
16 Qxf3 Qd2 =, Dorfman—Lputian, USSR 1984. 


(d) 14... Bf5 is also adequate. After 15 Re1 a5 16 a3 Re& 17 Rxe8t Qxe8 18 Qd2 
Qd7 it was even in H. Olafsson—van der Sterren, Wijk aan Zee 1987. 


(e) 16 Qxe1 Bf5 17 Ne4 Bxe4 18 Qxe4 Nd5 19 Bxd5 cxd5 20 Qfs Qh6 21 Rc8t 
Rxc8 22 Qxc8t Kh7 23 Qf5t Kg8 24 Qxd5 Qxb2 =, Shabalov—Klovans, USSR 
1987. Black could also play along the lines of the previous note with 15... 
Bf5 16 Rxe8t Qxe8 17 Qd2 Qd7 18 Rei a5 but now he must sidestep a con- 
cealed tactic: 19 Qf4 a4? 20 Bxf7t! Kxf7 21 g4, Rohde-Shapiro, Philadelphia 
2004. = 


(f) 12 dxc5 Nxc5 13 b4 Bxc3 14 Rxc3 Ne4 15 Rd3 Qe7 16 Rd4 &, A. Petrosian- 
M. Gurevich, Baku 1986. 
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(g) If 13... b5 14 dxc5 bxc4 15 c6 is advantageous for White (Kasparov). 


(hb) 14 exd4 b5 15 Bb3 Qb6 16 d5 Nc5 leads to an unclear position according to 
Kasparov. 


(i) 16 Qh5 Rd8 17 Bf1 Bb8 18 Qad b6 and White had pressure +, Kasparov— 
H. Olafsson, Dubai 1986. 


(j) (A) 9 cxd5 Nb4 10 Qb3 Nxd5 11 Bc4 (11 Rc1 is ECO’s recommendation) 
11... Nxc3 12 bxc3 b6 was toothless in P, Nikolié—K. Georgiev, Heraklion 
1985. (B) 9 a3 dxc4 10 Bxc4 c5 11 Rd1 cxd4 12 Nxd4 Bd7 13 Ba2 Qe7 14 h4 
(Ribli—Beliavsky, Reggio Emilia 1986), and now 14... Bxh4 15 g3 Bf6 16 Bb1 
would have been unclear according to Ribli. 


(k) 10 cxd5 Nb4 11 Qb3 Nxd5 12 Nxd5 exd5 gives White nothing. 
(1) 12 a3 Na4 is slightly better for White (Sturua). 


(m) In the game Piket—Sturua, Debrecen 1992, White unwisely tried to win mate- 
tial here with 14 Nb5? a6 15 b4 Qd8 16 Rxd5 Bd7 17 Qd2 axb5 18 Rxd7 and 
was rocked by 18 ... Qxd7! 19 Qxd7 Bxc3t 20 Ke2 Rfd8 21 Qxb7 Ng5 22 e4 
Rxa3 23 Qxb5 Ra2t 24 Ke3 Bd2t. In view of 25 Ke2 Bf4t 26 Kel Raitt 27 Ke2 
Rdz mate, Piket gave up. 


(n) 8... Nc6 led to interesting play in Piket-Vaganian, Debrecen 1992: 9 Rd1 
(9 0-0-0 has been played) 9... b6 10 a3 Bb7 11 cxd5 exd5 12 Be2 Ne7 13 0-0 
a6 and now, instead of 14 Ne5 as played, Piket recommends 14 Rd2 Qd6 
15 Rfd1 with the idea Bf1, 23, Bg2 as in the game Piket-de Boer, Leeuwarden 
1992. 


(0) (A)9... dxc4 10 Bxc4 Qa5 11 0-0 Bxc3 12 Qxc3 Qxc3 13 bxc3 Nd7 14 c6 bxc6 
15 Rabi Nb6 =, Zvjaginsev—Beliavsky, Essen 2000. (B) 9...Qa5 10 Rc1 Nc6 
11 a3 d4 12 exd4 Nxd4 13 Nxd4 Bxd4. The position is approximately even; 
White’s queenside majority is balanced by Black’s play in the center, Piket— 
Korchnoi, Tilburg 1992. 


(p) After 11 Bb5 Black can either equalize with 11... Qa5 12 0-0d4 asin Chernin— 
Geller, USSR 1985, or play for complications with 11... Bg4 12 Bxc6 bxc6é 13 
Nd4 Bxd4 14 exd4 Re8 as in Douven—Geller, Cska 1986, unclear. 


(q) 12 a3 was usual previously and could still be used. 


(r) The game van Wely—Piket, Leeuwarden 1992 continued 16 Ne4 Be5 17 f4.Qc7 
and now 18 Nc3 Bxc3 19 Qxc3 Qc6 would have been unclear (van Wely). 


(s) Other plausible moves are (A) 8...c6 9 h4 h6 10 p4 Bg7 11 g5 hd 12 Ned +, 
Gelfand—Zumsande, Internet 2004, and (B) 8... Nc6 9 Rc1 a6 10 Be2 dxc4 
11 Bxc4 e5 12 d5 Na7 13 Qc2 Bd7 which was even in Eingorn—A. Petrosian, 
USSR 1985. 


(t) 9...c5 10 dxc5 Nd7 11 Ne4 Be7 12 Rd1 Qc7 13 b4 a5 14 Nd6 Nf6 15 e4 axb4 
16 e5 Bxd6 17 Qxd6 Ne8 18 Qbé6 Rad and this sharp sequence has lead to 
equality, Bacrot—Marciano, French Chp. 2000. 


(u) If10...c5 11 h4 cxd4 12 exd4 Nb6 13 Bb3 Bd7 14 g4 with attacking chances 
for White. 


(v) Better than 15 Ne2 cS with a Black edge in the game Sadler—van der Sterren, 
Linares 1995. 
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(w) 9 0-0-0 Nd7 10 e4 dxc4 11 Bxc4 e5 12 d5 Nc5d 13 Qc2 Qb6 was even in Filip— 
Zita, Czechoslovakia 1963. 


(x) 9...a6 10 cxd5 cxd5 11 Bd3 Nc6 120-0 b5 13 Bb1 g6 14 e4 Bg7! 15 Rfe1 Na5 
led to satisfactory play for Black in Nikolic-Onischuk, Wijk aan Zee 2005. 

(y) 10... b6 11 cxd5 cxd5 12 e4 dxe4 13 Bxe4 Rb8 14 0-0 b5 =, Kasparov—Karpov, 
Moscow 1985. The text tries to play... b5 in one move, 


(z) (A) 13 e4 b4 14 Ne2 dxe4 15 Bxe4 Ba6 =, Gligoric—Klovans, Elista 2002. 
(B) 13 a3 Be7 14 Qa2 a6 15 b4 Bb7 16 Rb1 Bd6 17 a4 Bc6 =, Dizdarevic—Short, 
Sarajevo 2004. , 


(aa) Perhaps too active; 14... Bb7 has been played here with reasonable chances. 


(bb) In the game Yusupov—Bonsch, Baden—Baden 1992, the continuation 16 Nfd4 
Rb6 17 Bb1 g6 18 Qc2 Qd6 gave White a very slight advantage. 


QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 
Modern Variants 
1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Nf 4 Bg5 Be7 


25 26 27 28 29 30 
5 BBs viecaia daiobeiy slots aets'sn:sin gy tebe’ detais eaciteln's dates bcaae’lsibrly Qc2 
h6 0-0(t) 
@ > BNA sca cit eee scutes dace Bxf6 Bg5 
0-0 Bxf6 HG icndtesas Nbd7 
7 Retitssseiecs cxd5.......6. Qc2(i) e4(o) Bxf6 Rdi 
dxc4 Nxd5 b6(j) dxe4 Bxf6 dxc4 
8 e3(a) Bxe7 Bxf6(k) Nxe4 Rd1(u) e4 
c5 Qxe7 Bxf6 Nc6 g6(v) Nb6 
9 Bxc4 Qb3(f) e4 Nxf6t(p) e3(w) h4(z) 
cxd4 Nxc3(g) Nc6(]) Qxf6 c6 Nfd7(aa) 
10 Nxd4(b) Qxc3 0-0-0 Qd2(q) Bd3 Be2 
Bd7 b6 dxe4(m)  Bd7(r) dxc4 Re8 
11 Bg3(c) Rc1 Qxe4 Qe3 Bxc4 Be3 
a6(d) c6 Bb7 0-0-0 Nd7 c6(bb) 
12 e4 e3 Bd3 Be2 h4(x) « e5 
Nc6(e) Bb7(h) g6(n) Rhe&(s) Bg7(y) Nfa(cc) 


(a) 8 e4 Nc6 9 e5 Nd5 10 Bxe7 Ncxe7 11 Bxc4 b6 12 Ne4 Bb7 13 0-0 Nf5 14 a3 
Nde3 15 fxe3 Bxe4 16 Qe2 c5 17 NdZ Bb7 18 dxc5 Qg5 19 c6é Bxc6 
20 Bxe6 Ne7 and the lively play has produced approximately even chances, 
Kacheishvilli—Dautov, Ohrid 2001. 


(b) 10 exd4 Nc6 11 0-0 Nh5 12 Bxe7 Nxe7 was equal in Korchnoi—Karpov, Meran 
1981, 


(c) 11 0-0, Karpov—Kasparov, Moscow 1984, and 11 Be2 Nc6 12 Nb3 Nd5 =, 
Korchnoi—Karpov, Meran 1981, were played before. 


(d) Karpov recommends 11... Nc6 12 Ndb5 a6 13 Nd6 b5 with counterplay for 
Black. 


(e) White had a small edge in the game Karpov—Beliavsky, Dortmund 1995, 


(f) There are other moves here: 9 Rc1, 9 g3, 9 e3, 9 Nxd5, but not 9 e4?! Nxc3 
10 bxc3 c5 11 Bd3 cxd4 12 cxd4 Nc6 13 0-0 Rd8 14 d5 Nb4 15 Rei exd5 
16 exd5! 6 and Black won the d-pawn in Pokorny—Neckar, Czech Chp. 2001 


(g) 9... Rd8 is an older move that is slightly better for White. 


(h) After 13 Be2 Nd7 140-0 c5 15 dxc5 Nxc5 16 b4 Black should have played not 
16 ...Ne4 as in M. Gurevich—Hjartarson, Groningen 1993, but 16...Na6 
17 a3 Rac8 18 Qb3 Nb8 19 Qaé4 a6 20 Nd4 Rc7 = (M. Gurevich). 
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(i) 7 Qb3.c5 8 dxc5 Nbd7 9 e3 Nxc5 10 Qc2 bé led to nothing in Kurajica—Kir. 
Georgiev, Sarajevo 1985. 


(j) 7...Na6 8 e3 (8 Rd1 b6 9 Bxf6 Bxf6 10 e4 c6 was solid in Torre—Karpov, 
Brussels 1986) 8... cS 9 dxc5 Qa5 10 Bxc4 Qxc5 11 Bd3 Nc6 12 a3 Ned =, 
M. Gurevich—Vaganian, Moscow 2001. 


(k) 8Rd1Bb7 9 Bxf6 Bxf6 10 cxd5 exd5 11 g3 Qe7 was = in T. Petrosian—Klovans, 
Yurmala 1983. 


(l) 9...c5 10 e5 Be7 11 cxd5 exd5 12 dxc5 bxc5 13 0-0-0 was much better for 
White in Zaitsev—Krogius, Sochi 1976. 


(m) 10... dxc4is met by 11¢5 Be7 12 Bxc4 Bb7 13 a3 with the idea d5 (Hjartarson). 


(n) The game Ree—Hjartarson, Reykjavik 1984, continued 13 h4 Rb8 14 Qe4 Bg7 
15 Be2 Ne7 with chances for both sides. 


(0) 7 cxd5 exd5 8 g3 0-0 9 Bg2 c6 10 0-0 Be7 11 Qc2 Be6 =, Timman—Kavalek, Bu- 
gojno 1982, 


(p) 9 d5 Ne5 10 Nxf6t (10 Be2 0-0 11 Qb3 exd5 12 cxd5 c6 was good for Black in 
Romanishin-Geller, USSR 1978) 10 ... Qxf6 11 Nxe5 Qxe5t 12 Qe2 Qf6 13 g3 
0-0 was simple equality in P. Nikolié-Tal, Wijk aan Zee 1982. 


(q) The alternative 10 Qd3 0-0 (also 10... b6 11 Qe4 Bb7 12 Ne5 0-0-0 13 Nxc6 
Rd6 =, Tatai—Geller, Las Palmas 1979) 11 Qe4 Bd7 12 Bd3 g6 13 0-0 is about 
even—Beliavsky—Georgadze, USSR 1978. 


(rt) 10... 0-0 is well playable. After 11 0-0-0 e5 12 dxe5 (12 d5?! e4 13 dxcé exf3 
14 gxf3 Qxc6 +, Ward Summercale, British Chp. 2000) 12... Nxe5 13 Qd4, it 
was equal in Tatai-Korchnoi, Rome 1981. 


(s) The game Vladimir—Kholmov, Leningrad 1967, concluded 13 0-0 Kb8 14 Ne5 
Nxe5 15 dxe5 Qg5 Draw. 


(t)5... 5 6 cxd5 (6 dxc5 d4 7 Nb5 e5 8 Nxe5 a6 led to wild game in 
Khalifman-Topalov, Dubai 2002) 6... cxd4 7-Nxd4 0-0 8 Bg5 Nxd5 9 Bxe7 
Nxe7 10 Rd1 Qb6 11 Qb3 drawn, Radjabov—Ponamariov, Linares 2003. 


(u) 8 e4 dxe4 9 Qxe4 c5 10 0-0-0 (better than 10 Bd3 g6 11 dxc5 Nd7 12 Qe3 

Qa5 +, Barbero—Petursson, Thessaloniki 1984) 10...Qa5 11 Bd3 g6 (not 

.. Rd8 12 Qh7+ Kf8 13 Ne4 +, Trifunovié—Rosetto, Mar del Plata 1950) 

would probably favor White. 8 0-0-0 c5 9 dxc5 d4 10 Ne4 (10 e3 leads to. 

the queen sacrifice 10... dxc3 11 Rxd8 cxb2t 12 Kbi Rxd8 unclear, Ree- 

Boersma, Netherlands 1985) 10... e5 11 e3 Nc6 12 exd4 exd4 13 a3 Bg4 14 

Be2 b6 15 cxb6 axb6é—Black had good com penbarion in Chekov—Bénsch, 
Leipzig 1986. 


(v) (A) 8... c6 9 e4 b6 10 Bd3 dxe4 11 Bxe4 Bb7 12 0-0 Nd7 13 b4 +, Roman- 
ishin—Tarjan, Hastings 1976. (B) 8...c5 favored White after 9 “dxe5 Qa5d 
10 cxd5 exd5 11 Qd2 Bxc3 12 Qxc3 Qxc3t 13 bxc3 Be6-14 Nd4 Rc8 15 e4 + 
Romanishin-Beliavsky, Leningrad 1977. 


(w) 9 e4 dxe4 10 Nxe4 Bg7 11 Be2 Nc6 would be unclear according to Kramnik. 


(x) 12 0-0 Bg7 13 e4 (or possibly 13 b4) 13 . .. Qe7 14 e5 c5 was another possibil- 
ity (Kramnik). 
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(y) The position is unclear, White’s attacking chances can be met by counter- 
punching in the center. The game Kramnik—Short, Dortmund 1995, continued 
13 a3 Qe7 14 Ba2 b6 15 Bbi h5 16 0-0 Bb7 17 Ng5 Rfd8 18 Ba2 Nf6 19 e4 Ng4 
20 e5 Rd7 (20...c5) 21 Ne2 Rad8 22 Bxe6 fxe6 23 Qxp6 Nxe5 24 Qh7t Kf8 
25 Nf4 Resigns. A brilliant finish. 


(z) 9 Be2 Nfd5 10 Bxe7 Nxe7 11 Ne5 Ng6 12 Nxc4 Nxc4 13 Bxc4 e5 14 dxe5 Qg5 
15 0-0 Nxe5 16 £4 Qe7 17 Bb3 Qc5t 18 Qf2 Qxf2t 19 Rxf2 Ng4 20 Rf3 with an 
edge in the endgame, Eingorn—Kveinys, Bad Worishofen 2005. 


(aa) Not 9... h6?! 10 Bxf6 Bxf6 11 g4 with an attack. 
(bb) 11... Nf8 12 h5 h6 13 Ne5 is + (Kramnik). 
(cc) 13 Ne4 Bd7 14 0-0 6, Kramnik—Beliavsky, Dortmund 1995, 


405 


QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 
Lasker’s Variation 


1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Nfé 4 Bg5 Be7 5 e3 0-0 6 Nf3 h6(a) 
7 Bh4 Ne4 8 Bxe7 Qxe7 


31 32 33 34 35 36 
a 7: ee Rel secs uate neste Qc2 

Nxc3 c6() Nxc3.,....... c6(aa) 

10 bxc3 Bd3(m) Qxc3 Nxe4(bb) 
exd5 Nxc3 dxc4(u) dxe4 

11 Qb3(b) Rxc3 Bxc4 Qxe4 
Rd8........55 Qdé(g) NdZ7......000s dxc4 b6(v) Qb4t 

12 c4 c4(h) 0-0(n) Bxc4(q) 0-0(w) Nd2 
dxc4(c) dxc4 dxc4. Nd7 Bb7 Qxb2 

13 Bxc4 Bxc4 Bxc4 0-0 Be2 Rb1(cc) 
Nc6 Nd7(i) b6 e5(r) Rc8(x) Qxa2(dd) 

14 Be2(d) 0-0 Qe2(0) Bb3 b4 Bd3 
b6(e) Nb6(j) a5 exd4(s) NdZ7(y) 65 

15 0-0 Rfc1 Rfc1 exd4 Rfci Qe5(ee) 
Bb7(f) Nxc4(k) Bb7(p) Nf6(t) c5(z) Qaa(ff) 


(a) Inserting 6...h6 is the modern form. Black makes luft and removes the 
h-pawn from take. If immediately 6... Ne4 then 7 Bxe7 Qxe7 8 cxd5 Nxc3 
9 bxc3 exd5 10 Qb3 Rd8 11 c4 dxc4 12 Bxc4 Nc6 13 Be2 Rd6 11 0-0 + 
(Beliavsky). 


(b) 11 Bd3 is possible here. The game Uhlmann—Averbakh, Polanica Zdroj 1975, 
continued 11... c5 12 0-0 Nc6 (12... Bg4) 13 h3 Be6 14 Re1 Rfd8 =. 


(c) 12... Be6 13 cxd5 (13 Qxb7 Qa3 14 Nd2 dxc4 =) 13... Bxd5 14 Bc4 Bxf3 
15 pxf3, draw agreed, Sasikiran—Korneev, Corsica 2003. 


(d) 14Qc3 Bg4 150-0 Bxf3 16 Qxf3 pxf3 17 Be2 Rd7 18 Rb1 Nd8 19 Rb3 b6 20 Rc1 
Ne6 21 f4 =, Atalik-Lamoureux, Antalya 2006. — 


(e) This is a recent idea. The older plan was 14 .. . Rd6 15 0-0 Be6 16 Qb2 Bd5 x, 
Ivkov—Wexler, Buenos Aires 1960. Other moves suth as 14...Na5, 14... 
Qb4, 14... Nb4, and 14... Bg4 fail to equalize. 


(f) 16 Rfc1 Rfc8 17 Qa4 Na5 18 Rc3 c5 19 Raci cxd4 = Deep Fritz—Kramnik, 
match 2002. 


(g) 11...c6 is also playable. 12 Be2 (12 Bd3 and 12 c4 are possible) 12... Nd7 
13 0-0 Nf6 14 c4 dxc4 15 Bxc4 is (Neishtadt). 


(h) 12 Bd3 is too tame, 12...Nd7 13 0-0 c5 14 Qa3 Qc7 15 Rfb1 b6 was com- 
pletely equal in Bilek—Donner, Budapest 1961. 
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(i) 13... Ne6 14 Qc3 b6 (14... Bg4 15 Be2 Ne7 16 0-0 +, Gilg—Keller, Gemany 
1940) 15 0-0 Bb7 16 Raci Na5 led to a small edge for White in Gligori¢é— 
O. Bernstein, Yugoslavia—France 1956. 


(j) 14...¢5 15 Qa3 b6 16 e4 Bb7 17 e5 Qe7 18 Rfel b5 19 Bxb5 Bxf3 20 pxf3 + 
(Pachman), 


(k) After 16 Qxc4 c6 17 a4 Be6 18 Qc5 Qxc5 19 dxc5 White had an edge in the 
ending, Flohr—Denker, Groningen 1946. 


(J) 9...Nf6 10 Qc2 Rd8 11 a3 dxc4 12 Bxc4 c5 was about even in Farago— 
Andersson, Wijk aan Zee 1988, 9... Rd8 10 Qc2 Nc6 11 a3 Nxc3 12 Qxc3 &, 
Osnos-Shabanov, USSR 1973. 


(m) 10 Qc2 Nxc3 11 Qxe3 Nd7 12 a3 dxc4 13 Bxc4 b6 =, Petrosian—Spassky, 
Moscow 1969. 


(n) 12 cxd5 exd5 13 0-0 Re8 14 Qbi with just a tiny edge, Ivanisevic—Korneev, 
Nova Gorica 2007. 


(0) 14 Bd3 c5 15 Be4 Rb8 16 Qa4 Bb7 17 Bxb7 Rxb7 =, Lysyj—Lputian, Sochi 2007. 


(p) Epishin—Vaganian, Reggio Emilia 1995, continued 16 h3 (a novelty according 
to Epishin; 16 Bd3 had been normal before) 16... c5 17 Bb5 e5 18 dxe5 +. 


(q) 12 Rxc4 with the idea of setting up a battery on h7 is a plausible alternative; 
12...Nd7 13 Bb1 e5 14 Qc2 f5 15 dxe5 Nxe5 +, Polugaevsky—Augustin, 
Lugano 1968. 


(r) 13... b6 is well possible here; 14 Bd3 c5 15 Bb5 Rd8 16 Bc6 Rb8 =, Smyslov— 
Kasparov, Vilnius 1984. 


(s) Perhaps (A) 14...Re8 15 d5 cxd5 16 Qxd5 Nfé (P. Nikoli6é—Yusupov) or 
(B) 14...e4 15 Nd2 Nf6 16 Qc2 Re8 (Polugaevsky—Mikhalchishin, USSR 
1978) are safer alternatives. 


(t) The game Karpov—Yusupov, London 1989, continued 16 Re1 Qd6 17 Ne5 and 
now Yusupov could have kept the balance with 17... Be6 18 Bxe6 fxe6 
19 Qb3 (Makarichev suggests 19 Rg3) 19 . .. Qxd4 (Beliavsky). 


(u) 10... c6 11cxd5 exd5 12 Bd3 Nd7 13 0-0 Nf6 +, Teschner—Vidmar, Kottbus 
1942. 


(v) The immediate 11... c5 was tried in Onischuk—Vaganian, Moscow 2002, 
After 12 0-0 Nc6 13 dxc5 Qxc5 14 Raci Rd8 15 a3 Bd7 16 b4 White gained a 
slight edge. 


(w) 12 d5 was played in Lobron—Yusupov, Munich 1993. After 12... cxd5 13 
Bxd5 c6 14 Bc4 Bb7 15 Ned b5 16 Bb3 Qc7 17 a4 Nd7 18 Ng6 Rfe8 19 axb5 
Rac8 20 0-0 c5 21 Nf4 c4 22 Bc2 White held a slight edge. 


(x) An immediate 13 .. . cS was played in Hiibner—Yusupov, Munich 1993, when 
14 dxc5 Rc8 15 b4 bxc5 16 b5 a6 17 Nd2 (Hiibner says 17 a4 axb5 18 axb5 Nd7 
19 Nd2 is +) 17 ... axb5 18 Bxb5 Bxg2 19 Kxg2 Qb7+ 20 Kh3 Qxb5 is unclear. 


(y) 14...0¢5 15 dxc5 bxc5 16 b5 Nd7 17 a4 a6 18 Rfcl axb5 19 Bxb5 Bc6 (19... 
c4—Zsu. Polgar) 20 Bxc6 Rxc6 was +, Zsu. Polgar—Chiburdanidze, St. Peters- 
burg 1995. 
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(z) After 16 dxc5 bxc5 17 b5 a6 18 a4 c4, Psakhis—-Yusupov, Baden-Baden 1992, 
White had an advantage. Psakhis suggests 18... axb5 19 Bxb5 Bxf3 20 gxf3 
and calls it +. 


(aa) (A) 9... Nf6 10 cxd5 exd5 11 Bd3 c6 12 0-0 Be6 13 Rab1 a5 was somewhat fa- 
vorable for White in Lengyel—Kotov, Amsterdam 1968, (B) 9... Rd8 10 Bd3 
Nxc3 11 Qxc3 c6 12 0-0 Nd7 13 Rfd1 +, Geller—Moiseev, USSR 1952. 


(bb) (A) 10 Be2 Nd7 11 0-0 =, Kotov—Pilnik, Stockholm 1952. (B) 10 Bd3 Nxc3 
11 Qxc3 dxc4 12 Bxc4 Nd7 13 0-0 b6 14 e4 Bb7 15 Rfe1c5! = (not 15 ... Rfe& 
16 Rad1 c5 17 Bb5 Red8 18 d5 +, M. Gurevich—Chigladze, Cap d’ Agde 2003). 


(cc) 13 Qb1 Qc3 14 Qc1 Qxcit 15 Rxc1 Nd7 16 Be2 c5 =, Trifunovié—Najdorf, Yus 
goslavia 1949. White must sacrifice the a-pawn if he wants to try for an ad- 
vantage. 


(dd)13 .. . Qc3 14 Qd3 Qa5 15 Be2 e5 16 0-0 cxd4 17 ex4 Bf5 18 Ne4 Re8 19 Bf3 
led to a slight advantage for White in Taimanov—Cvetkov, Moscow 1956. 


(ee) 15 Qh4 c5 and now 16 dxc5 Qa3 17 Ke2 Nd7 or 16 Ke2 cxd4 17 Ral Qb2 
18 Rhb1 Qc3 and 16 d5 Nd7 17 dxe6 Ne5 18 e7 Nd3t are all bad for White. 


(ff) 16 Ke2 Qe7 17 c5 Nd7 18 Qc7 e5 19 Nf3 exd4 20 Nxd4 Qe5 21 Qxe5 Nxe5 
22 £4 Nxd3 23 Kxd3, White has unclear compensation for the pawn. 
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QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 
Cambridge Springs Variation 
1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Nfé 4 Bgs Nbd7 5 Nf3 c6(a) 6 e3(b) Qa5 


37 38 39 40 41 42 
7 ING 25 toe ciatia va N eho nih icone oceste weet nedn aaeei tas be cxd5 
Bb4(c) Nxd5(p) 
8 Qc2 Qd2 
(2 Ee Serer Eee pir ee! 0-0(j) Bb4(q) 
9 NBS ........+ dxe5 Be2 Rc1 
Qc7 Ne4(f) Co eeepc c5 0-0(r) 
10 Be2 Ndxe4. 0-0 0-0 Bd3 
dxc4(d).  dxe4 exd4 cxd4 HG ie sanseess e5 
11 Bxc4 0-0-0 Nb3 Nb3 Bh4 0-0(u) 
0-0 £6(g) Qc7(k) Qb6 e5 exd4 
12 0-0 exf6 Nxd4 exd4(n) 0-0(s) exd4 
Bd6 Qxg5(h) Bxc3(1) dxc4 exd4 {6 
13 h3 Nxe4 bxc3 Bxc4 exd4 Bh4 
a6(e) Qad(i) dxc4(m)  Qc7(o) Re&(t) Rd&(v) 


(a) 5... Bb4 is the Manhattan Variation, a type of Ragozin with the Black knight 
committed to d7, and is considered under that opening. 5... h6 6 Bh4 dxc4 
7 e4 Bb4 8 Qc? c5 9 Bxc4 cxd4 10 Nxd4 was = in Vaganian—Taimhanov, USSR 
1974, 


(b) 6 e4 dxe4 7 Nxe4 Be7 (7... . a6 8 Nxf6t Nxf6 9 Bcl c5 10 a3 Be7 = [Neishtadt]) 
8 Nc3 0-0 =, Alekhine—Lundin, Orebro 1935. 


(c) 7...dxc4 8 Bxf6 Nxf6 9 Nxc4 Qc7 10 Re1 Be7 11 p3 0-0 12. Bg2 Rd8 13 0-0 
Nd5 14 a3 Bd7 15 b4 Be8 16 Qb3 =, Ivanchuk—Aseev, Yerevan 2004. 


(d) 10... Ne4 11 Bh4 exd4 12 Nxd4 Qa5 13 0-0 Bxc3 14 cxd5 cxd5 15 bxc3 Qxc3 
16 Qd1 is good for White according to Kramnik. 


(e) In the game Kramnik—Kamsky, Linares 1993, 13...Re8 14 Rad1 exd4 
15 Nxd4 Be5 16 f4 Bxd4 17 Rxd4 Rxe3 18 Rfdi was +; Black played too ac- 
tively. After 13 ...a6 it's probably +. 


(f) 9... Bxc3t 10 Qxc3 Qxe3t 11 bxc3 Nxe5 12 Bxf6 gxf6 13 cxd5 cxd5 is equal 
(M. Gurevich). 


(g) 11... Bxc3 12 Qxe3 Qxc3t 13 bxc3 0-0 14 Rd4 =. 
(h) Not 12... Bxc3? 13 bxc3 Qxg5 14 Qxe4t Qed 15 {7+ winning, 


(i) In the game Lutz—M. Gurevich, Munich 1993, the mistake 13 ...Qe5? was 
made; and 14 f4 Qa5d 15 a3 Bf8 16 fxg7 Bxg7 17 Nd6t was winning for White. 
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But after 13 .. . Qa5, 14 a3 Bf8 15 fxg7 Bxg7 16 Nd6t Ke7 17 Qe4t Qed the po- 
sition would be unclear. 


(j) Others: (A) 8... dxc4 9 Bxf6 Nxf6 10 Nxc4 Qc7 11 a3 Be7 12 g3 Bd7 13 b4 
0-0 14 Bg2 Rfd8 15 0-0 Be8 16 Rfd1 b6 17 e4 £, Plachetka—Lechtynsky, Czech 
Chp. 2002; or (B) 8... Ne4 9 Ndxe4 dxe4 10 Bh4 0-0 11 a3 Bxc3t 12 Qxc3 =, 
Hort—Janosevié, Madonna di Campiglio 1974. 


(k) 11... Qb6 12 exd4 dxc4 13 Bxc4 a5 1444 Qc7 15 Rael h6é 16 Bh4 Bd6 17 h3 
Nbé6 18 Bxf6 Nxc4 19 Ne4 Bh2t 20 Kh1 +, Carlsen—Kasparov, Reykjavik Rapid 
2004. 


(I) 12... dxc4 13 Bxc4 Qed 14 Nf3 Qe7 +, Beliavsky—Smagin, USSR 1986. 


(m) 14 Bxc4 Qe5 and now not 15 Bh4 Qe4 =, Ruban—Cvetkovié, Yugoslavia 1993, 
but 15 Bf4 Qc5 16 Bd3 Ne5 17 Bxe5 Qxe5 18 e4 + (Ruban). 


(n) 12 Na4 Qc7 13 Nxd4 dxc4 14 Bxc4 Bd6 15 Racl Bxh2t 16Kh1 Bd6 17 Nb5 
Qb8 18 Be2Z a6 19 Nxd6 Qxd6 20 Rfd1 Qb4 21 Rd4 with play for the pawn, 
Ivanchuk—Bacrot, Wijk aan Zee 2006. 


(o) The game has turned into a sort of Nimzo-Indian with White’s knight on b3 in- 
stead of £3. After the game continuation 14 Qe2 Bxc3 15 bxc3 Ne4 16 Qxe4 
Qxc4 the position was unclear, Azmaiparashvili-Ivanchuk, Tilburg 1994. 
Azmai mentions 14 Nb5 Qc6 15 a3 Be7 16 Na5 Qb6 17 b4 a6 18 Nc3 Qxd4 
19 Rad1 Qe4 20 f4 as a speculative White alternative. 


(p) Neither 7...exd5 nor 7... cxd5 is in the spirit of the Cambridge Springs. 
But 7... Ne4 has been tried by Ljubojevic; after 8 dxe6 fxe6 9 Qa4 (9 Bh4 is 
also played) 9... Qxa4 10 Nxa4 Bb4t 11 Ke2 b5 12 Nc5 Ndxc5 13 dxc5 Bxc5 
14 Rel White is better (Filip). 


(q) 8...N7b6 9 Bd3 f6 10 Bh4 Nxc3 11 bxc3 Ba3 12 Rb1 +, Vaganian—Smyslov, 
Montpellier 1985. 


(r) 9...h6 10 Bh4 c5 11 a3 Bxc3 12 bxc3 Qxa3 13 e4 N5f6 14 Bd3 Qad 15 d5 c4 
16 Bxc4 exd5 17 Bxd5 +, M. Gurevich—Cardon, Belgium 1994. 


(s) If 12 a3 Bxc3 13 bxc3 exd4 14 cxd4 Qxa3 15 0-0 Re8 as in Rogers—Smagin, 
Prague 1992, Ftacnik suggests 16 e4 N5b6 17 Rfe1, It is unclear whether White 
has enough for the pawn. 


(t) Following 14 Bb1 Nfs 15 Ne5 Be6, there are several White tries. 16 Qd3 Nf4 
17 Q£3 N4g6 18 Bg3 Nxe5 =, Uhlmann—Smagin, Dortmund 1991, or 16 Rfe1 c5 
and now 17 Nf3 was recommended by Smagin rather than the 17 Nc4 Qa6 
18 Ne3 Nxe3 19 fxe3 Bxa2 + of Oll-Smagin, Copenhagen 1993. 


(u) 11-a3 Bxc3 12 bxc3 h6 13 Bh4 Re8 14 c4 Qxd2t 15 Nxd2 Nd7 16 0-0 exd4 
17 exd4 Nfé 18 Rfel Bf5 19 Bf1 Neg6 =, Bareev—L Sokolov, Poikovsky 2006. 


(v) After 14 a3 (if 14 Qc2 Nf8 15 Nxd5 cxd5 16 Bg3 Bdé and Black has equalized) 
Black has two unappetizing choices. If 14... Bd6 15 Nxd5 Qxd2 16 Nxfét 
Nxf6 17 Nxd2 Bf4 18 Red1 Rxd4 19 Nf3 and Kasparov judges the endgame as 
very favorable to White. The game Kasparov—Smyslov, Vilnius 1984, contin- 
ued instead 14... Bxc3 15 bxc3 Nfé (If 15... Qxa3 16 c4 with a big edge) 
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16 Bg3 + Be6 17 Rfe1 Bf7 18 c4 Qxd2 19 Nxd2 Nb6 20 Nb3 Na4 21 Bf1 Rd7 
22 Nad Ne6 23 d5 Nd4 24 dxc6 Nxc6 25 Nxc6 bxc6 26 c5 Re8 27 Rxe8t Bxe8 
28 Bd6 Bf7 29 Rb1 Bd5 30 Rb8t Kf7 31 Rf8t Ke6 32 g3 g6 33 Ba6 Rxd6 34 cxd6 
Kxd6 35 Rxf6t Ke5 36 Rf8 c5 37 Re8t Kd4 38 Rd8 Ked 39 f4t Ke4 40 Bf1 Bb3 
41 Kf2 Nb2 and White won. Filigree technique by Kasparov. 


QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 


Tartakower Variation 
1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Nf 4 Bg Be7 5 e3 0-0 6 Nf3 h6(a) 7 Bh4 b6 


43 44 45 46 47 48 
8 Be2(b) if cscscewcgsisereckves Bd S's. sisis iecsenseaeded Cohan’ Qb3 ......... cxd5(x) 
Bb7 Bb7.......555 dxc4(o) Bb7(t) Nxd5 
9 Bxf6 0-0(i) Bxc4 Bxf6(u) Bxe7 
Bxf6 Nbd7 Bb7(p) Bxf6 Qxe7 
10 cxd5 Qe2(j) 0-0 cxd5 Nxd5 
exd5 Ne4(k) Nbd7(q) exd5 exd5 
11 b4(c) Bg3 Qe2 Rd1 Re1(y) 
CB sce iicoeee c5 c5 Ne4(r) Re&(v) Be6 
12 0-0 bxc5 cxd5 Bg3 Bd3 Qa4(z) 
Re&(d) bxc5 exd5 Bd6 c5 c5 
13 Qb3 Rb1 Rad1(l) Rfd1 dxc5 Qa3(aa) 
a5 Bc6(g) Nxg3(m) Bxg3 Nd7 Rc8& 
14 bxa5(e) 0-0 hxg3 hxg3 c6 Be2(bb) 


Rxa5(f) Nd7(h) Bfé(n) Qe7(s) Bxc6(w)  Kfa(cc) 


(a) 6...b6 leads to similar play without the useful luft. An example is 7 cxd5 
Nxd5 8 Bxe7 Qxe7 9 Nxd5 exd5 10 Rc1 Be6 11 Qa4c5 12 Qa3 Rc8 13 Bb5 +, 
Petrosian—Trikaliotis, Siegen 1970. 


(b) White also can play the immediate 8 Bxf6 Bxf6 9 cxd5 exd5 10 Be2, when 
10 ... Bb7 would transpose to the column, but Black could consider 10... 
Be6. 


(c) 11 0-0isless ambitious. Black can choose between 11...Qe7,11...¢5,11... 
c6, 11... Re8, and 11... Nd7. 


(d) (A) 12... Qd6 13 Qb3 Nd7 14 Rfe1 Be7 15 Rabi a5 16 bxa5 Rxa5 17 a4 Re8 
18 Bfl Bf8 19 Qc2 g6 20 e4 +, Karpov—Kir. Georgiev, Tilburg 1994. (B) More 
recently Black has tried 12 ... a5, ¢.g. 13 b5 c5 14 Ned cxd4 15 exd4 Bxed 16 
dxe5 d4 17 Na4 Qg5 with complex play, Onischuk—Vaganian, Poikovsky 2002. 


(e) 14 b5 c5 15 Rad1 (Not 15 dxc5 bxc5 16 Rac1 Bxc3 +, Timman-Short, San 
Lorenzo 1993) 15 ...c4 16 Qc2 + (H. Olafsson). 


(f) 15 Rab1 Nd7 16 Rfel Be7 (16... Qa817 a4 Ba6 is unclear—H. Olafsson) 17 a4 
Bd6 18 e4 (18 Bd3 led to nothing in H. Olafsson—Lputian, Tilburg 1994) 
18 ...dxe4 19 Bc4 Rf8 20 Nxe4 would have been interesting according to 
Olafsson. 


(g) 13 .. .Qa5 has proved too risky: 14 Qd2.cxd4 15 Nxd4 Bxd4 16 exd4 and now 
neither 16... Ba6 17 Nb5 Qd8 18 0-0 Nc6 19 a4 (Azmaiparashvili—Short, 
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Manila 1992) or 16... Bc6 17 Nb5 Qd8 18 0-0 Nd7 (Vaganian—Gomez, Haifa 
1989) was good enough to equalize. 


(h) After 15 Bb5 Qc7 16 Qc2 (16 Qd2 Rfd8 =, Kasparov—Karpov, Moscow 1984) 
16... Rfc8, White had little in Khalifman—Portisch, Biel 1993. 


(i) 9 cxd5 Nxd5 10 Bxe7 Qxe7 11 Nxd5 Bxd5 12 Rc1 Rc8 13 0-0 c5 was =, 
Beliavsky—Geller, Yerevan 1975. 


(j) (A) 10 Bg3 is best met by 10... Bd6, when 11 Rc1 Bxg3 12 hxg3 c5 13 Qe2 a6 
14 a4 Ne4 15 Rfd1 Qe7 16 Rb1 Rfd8 17 cxd5 Draw, Mikhalchishin—Diaz, 
Trnava 1988. (B) 10 cxd5 exd5 11 Bf5 g6 12 Bd3 Ne4 was about equal in 
Mirales—Barbero, Montpellier 1987, but also not bad is 10... Nxd5 11 Bxe7 
Qxe7 12 Rel c5. Now 13 Nxd5 is equal, but 13 e4 Nf4 14 d5 exd5 15 exd5 Qd6 
16 Bc4 Nf6 was = in Shirov—Beliavsky, Linares 1993. 


(k) 10...c5 11 Bg3 cxd4 12 exd4 dxc4 13 Bxc4 Nh5 14 d5 Nxg3 15 hxg3 exd5 
16 Bxd5 Rb8 17 Rad1 Bf6 18 Qe4 +, Romanishin—Neverov, Kharkov 2004. 


(1) 13 Rac1 is an alternative; if 13... Rc8 14 Ba6 Nxg3 15 hxg3 Qc7 16 Bxb7 
Qxb7 17 Rfd1x, Timoschenko—Marié, London 1996. 


(m) 13... Qc8 14 Rc1 Rd8 15 Rfd1 Ndf6 16 Ne5 Qeé 17 Bh4 Rac8 18 £3 Nxc3 =, 
Bacrot—Ivanchuk, Odessa 2007. 


(n) 15 Bb1 Re8 16 Rd2 a6 =, Vyzmanavin—Pigusov, Moscow 1988. 


(o) 8...c5 9 dxc5 bxc5 10 cxd5 Nxd5 (if 10... exd5? 11 Bxf6 Bxf6 12 Nxd5 
Bxb2 13 Rb1 Bf6 14 Be4 wins) 11 Bg3 Nd7 12 0-0 Nxc3 13 bxc3 +, Smyslov— 
Szabo, Mar del Plata 1962. 


(p) Not 9... Ba6? 10 Bxa6 Nxa6 11 Qa4 Nb4 12 Bxf6 +, Kholmov-Saigin, USSR 
1953, 


(q) 10... Ne4 11 Nxe4 Bxe4 12 Bg3 Nd7 13 Qe2 Bd6 14 Rfd1 Qe7 15 Bb5 Rad8 
16 Rac1 Bxg3 17 hxg3 c5 18 Nd2 Bd5 19 e4 Ba8 20 Bxd7 Qxd7 21 dxc5 bxc5 
22 Nb3 Qa4 23 Rxd8 +, Carlsen—Hracek, Bundesliga 2006. 


(r) 11...c5 12 Rfdi Ne4 13 Nxe4 Bxe4 14 Bp3 Qc8 15 Raci a5 16 Bb5 +, 
Ivanchuk-Beliavsky, Odessa 2006. 


(s) After 15 Nxe4 Bxe4 White is slightly better, Gheorghiu—Pfleger, Lucerne 1985. 


(t) 8... bxc4 9 Bxc4 Bb7 10 Ne5S Nfd7 (10... Nbd7 Shirov) 11 Nxf7. Now Beli- 
avsky playing Shirov blundered with 11... Rxf7? and after 12 Bxe6 Bxh4 
13 Bxf7+ Kh8 14 Bd5 was lost. 11... Kxf7 12 Bxe6t Ke8 13 Qc2 Bxh4 14 
Qg6+ Ke7 15 Bd5 Rxf2 would have been unclear (Shirov). 


(u) 9 0-0-0 Nbd7 10 Rei c5 11 g4 Ne4 12 Bxe7 Qxe7 =, Spassky—Drimer, Reykjavik 
1957. 


(v) 11...c6 12 Bd3 Re8 13 0-0 Nd7 14 a3 Nfs 15 Rd2 g6 16 Rc1 Rb8 17 Qd1 Bp7 
18 b4 =, I. Sokolov—Bologan, Edda Rapid 2003. 


(w) The game Lautier—Beliavsky, Dortmund 1995, continued 15 0-0 Nc5 16 Qc2 
Bb7 17 Bb5 Re7 18 Nxd5 Bxd5 19 Qfs +. 


(x) (A) 8 Qc2 Bb7 9 Bxf6 Bxf6 10 cxd5 exd5 11 0-0-0 c5 12 g4!? Nc6 13 h4 cxd4 
14 cxd4 Qd6 15 Qd2 with sharp play, Piket-Unzicker, Zurich 2001. (B) 8 Rc1 
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Bb7 9 Be2 dxc4 10 Bxc4 Nbd7 11 0-0 co 12 Qe2 a6 13 a4 cxd4 =, Yusupov— 
Karpov, Bugojno 1986. 


(y) 11 Be2 Be6 12 0-0c5 13 b3 Rc8 14 Rc1 a5 =, Najdorf-Gheorghiu, Lugano 1968. 


(z) 12 Be2 c5 13 b3 Nd7 14 0-0 a5 15 Bb5 Nf6 16 Ne5 Rfc8 17 Qe2 cxd4 18 exd4 
Qa3 =, Ulmann—Atalik, Dresen 2005. 


(aa) 13 dxc5 bxc5 14 Qa3 Rc8 15 Bb5 Qb7 16 Rxc5 Rxc5 17 Qxc5 Na6 18 Bxa6 
Qxa6 19 Qa3 Qxa3 =, Aagaard—Pedersen, Aalborg 2006. 


(bb) 14 Bb5 Qb7 15 dxc5 bxc5 16 Rxc5 Rxc5 17 Qxc5 Na6 with ample play for the 
pawn, Timman-Geller, Hilversum 1973. 


(cc) 15 dxc5 bxc5 16 0-0 a5 17 Rc7 Nd7 18 Rb3 (Winants—Kasparov, Brussels 
1987). Now 18 ... a4 is equal (Kasparov). 


QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 


Exchange Variation 
1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Nfé 4 cxd5 exd5 5 Bg c6 


49 50 51 52 53 54 
6 Nfs.......... Qc2 
Be7 Be7 
7 e3 e3 
Nbd7(a) Nbd7 
8 Bd3 Bd3 
Nh5 0-0 
9 Bxe7 NGS. eissiseseaciseessiveess Nge2 
Qxe7 Re8 Re8 
10 0-0 0-0(e) 0-0(m) 
Nh{f6(b) Nfs Nfs(n) 
11 =Qc2 Rabi1(f)...... h3 £3 sada fea fiiadaseaenriat Rab1 
0-0 g6(g) p6(i) Be6(o) Ne4v) 
12 Rfe1 b4 Rabi(j) Bha(p)...... Rad1 Bxe7(w) 
p6 Ne6 Ne6 N6d7(q)  Rc&(s) Qxe7 
13 a3(c) Bh4 Bh6(k) Bf2 a3(t) Bxe4(x) 
Nb6(d) a6(h) Ng7() Rc&8(r)= = c5(u) dxe4(y) 


(a) 7... Bg4 is dubious. After 8 Bd3 Nbd7 9 h3 Be6 10 Nege2 it was + in 
Vaganian-Short, SkellefteA 1989. 


(b) 10... 0-011 Qb1 Nhf6 (If11 . .. g6 12 b4.a6 13 a4. Ng7 14 b5 with abig edge— 
Kramnik) 12 b4 Re8 13 Rc1 a6 14 a4 g6 15 Qb2 a5 16 bxa5 +, Kramnik— 
Timman, Belgrade 1995, ; 

(c) White was more direct in Onischuk—Pelletier, Poikovsky 2003—13 Rab1 Nb6 


14 b4 Be6 15 a4 a6 16 a5 Nc8 17 Ned Nd6 18 f3 Rad8 19 Qf2 Nd7 20 Na4 Nxe5 
21 dxe5 Ne8 22 e4 with the initiative. 


(d) After 14 b4 White is a little better, Piket-Timman, Wijk aan Zee 1996, 


(e) 10 0-0-0 Nfs 11 h3 Be6 12 Kb1 Rc8 13 g4 N6d7 14 Bxe7 Qxe7 15 Nd2.c5 16 f4 
{6 17 Rhe1 cxd4 18 exd4 +, Bacrot—Bruzon, Havana 2005. 


(f) Some other moves here are: (A) 11 Rae1 Be6 12 Ne5 N6d7 13 Bxe7 Rxe7 14 f4 
f6 15 Nf3 Rc8 +, Rogers—Speelman, Spain 1994, (B) 11 Bxf6 Bxf6 12 b4 Bg4 
13 Nd2 Be7 =, Timman-Kasparov, World vs, USSR 1984, (C) 11 a3 a5 12 Ne5 
Ng4 13 Bxe7 Qxe7 =, Bagirov-Avsalumov, USSR 1986. 


(g) (A) 11...a5 12 a3 Bd6 13 Rfe1 Bg4 14 Nd2 Bhs 15 Bh4 Bg6 16 Nf3 Bxd3 
17 Qxd3 N&d7 18 e4 dxe4 19 Nxe4 Be7 =, Ivanchuk—Bruzon, Havana 2005. 
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(B) 11... Be6 12 b4 a6 13 Na4 N6d7 14 Bxe7 Qxe7 15 Nc5S +, Portisch— 
Yusupov, Bugojno 1986. Also, 11 ...Ng6, 11... Ne4, and 11... Bd6 are all +. 


(h) 14a4 Ng7 15 b5 axb5 16 axb5 Bf5 17 bxc6 (17 h3 Bxd3 18 Qxd3 Nf5 is equal— 
Ftacnik) 17... bxc6 18 Ne5 Rc8 with chances for both sides, Ftacnik— 
Ivanchuk, Moscow 1994. 


(i) 11... Be6 is another main line here. After 12 Bxf6 Bxf6 13 b4 Rc8 14 Na4 
(14 Raci is also played) 14...Rc7 15 Raci Be7 16 Qbi Bd6 it was + in 
Karpov—Campora, San Nicholas 1994. Also 12 Rab1 N6éd7 13 Bf4 Nb6 14 Na4 
Nxa4 15 Qxa4 Ng6 16 Bh2 +, L Sokolov-Yusupov, Amsterdam 1994. 


(j) (A) 12 Bxf6 Bxf6 13 b4 Be7 14 b5 Bd6 15 bxc6 + P. Nikolié—L. Boltansen, Wijk 
aan Zee 1995, (B) 12 Bh6 Ne6 13 Rabi c5 14 dxc5 Nxc5 15 Rbd1 Qa5?! 16 Nd4 
Bd7 17 Bg5 +, Yermolinsky—Kaidanov, Asheville 1995, 


(k) 13 Bh4 Ng7 14 b4 a6 15 a4 +, Gelfand—Lobron, Munich 1994. 


(1) 13... a5 14 a3 Ng7 15 b4 axb4 16 axb4 Bf5 =, Yermolinsky—G. Garcfa, New 
York 1994, In the column 14 b4 a6 15 a4 Bf5 16 Bxg7 Bxd3 17 Qxd3 Kxg7 
18 b5 is an edge for White, Ruban—Panchenko, Russia 1994. 


(m) White has several alternatives: (A) 10 0-0-0 Qa5 11 Kb1 b5 12 Ng3 h6 13 Bf4 
g5 unclear, Miles—Morovié, Tunis 1985, (B) 10 h3 Nf8 11 p4 a5 12 Ng3 h6 
13 Bxf6 Bxf6 was unclear in Salov—van der Sterren, Hilversum 1993. 


(n) 10...g6 11 £3 Nh5 12 Bxe7 Rxe7 13 e4 Nb6 14 Rf2 (instead of 14 65 c5, 
Timman-Short, San Lorenzo 1993) + (Timman). 


(o) Here ‘also Black has many choices: (A) 11... c5 12 Bxf6 Bxf6 13 dxc5 Rxe3 
14 Rad1 +, Mozetic-Abramovié, Yugoslavia 1995, (B) 11...Ng6 12 Rad1 
Nh5 13 Bxe7 Qxe7 +, Markov—P, Horvath, Harkany 1991. (C) 11... b5 12 Bh4 
a6 13 Bf2 Bb7 14 Khi +, Gelfand—Beliavsky, Belgrade 1991, (D) 11... Nh5 
12 Bxe7 Rxe7 13 e4 dxe4 14 fxe4 Ne6 15 d5 Nc5 16 Rabi Qb6 =, I. Sokolov— 
van der Sterren, Netherlands 1995, 


(p) 12 Rae1 Rc8 13 Kh1 a6 (13 ... N6d7 14 Bxe7 +, Kasparov—Andersson, Belfort 
1988) 14 a3 h6 15 Bh4 cS was about equal in Yrjélé—Pigusov, Helsinki 1992. 


(q) 12...Rc813 Rad1 Qad 14 Bf2 N6d7 15 a3 [616 Ng3 =, Malaniuk—Nenashev, 
Tashkent 1987, 


(r) Better than the inferior 13... Bh4 as played in Sadler-Murugan, London 
1993. 


(s) 12 ...N6d7 13 Bxe7 Qxe7 14 Nf4 + in Ruzele—van der Sterren, Manila 1992, 
while 13 Bf4 Rc8 14 a3 a5 15 Khi b5 was also +, Kamsky—van der Sterren, 
Wijk aan Zee 1994. 


a 


(t) 13 Kha Ng6 14 a3 Qc7 15 Nf4 Bd7 16 Qf2 Rcd8 17 Rc1 Qd6 18 Nxg6 fxg6 
19 Bf4 Qe6 20 Bc7 Rc8 21 Be5 Qf7 22 e4 Be6 and Black was solid, Ivanchuk— 
Bruzon, Merida 2006. 


(u) After 14 dxc5 Rxc5 15 Nd4 White is slightly better (Hansen). 


(v) Others: (A) 11... Ng4 12 Bf4 (12 Bxe7 Qxe7 13 h3 Nf6 14 b4 Ne6 = according 
to Murugan) 12... Bd6 13 b4 Bxf4 14 Nxf4 and now instead of 14... g5?, 
which occurred in Hodgson—Murugan, England 1993, 14...Qd6 15 h3 g5 
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16 hxg4 pxf4 17 Qe2 Qh6 would have been unclear (Murugan). (B) 11... Nh5 
12 Bxe7 Qxe7 13 b4 a6 14 a4 Qp5 15 b5 Re6 16 bxa6 bxa6 17 Bf5 Rh6 18 Bxc8 
Rxc8 led to a position where Black’s attacking chances balanced his structural 
weaknesses in Hodgson—Crouch, Dublin 1993. 


(w) The usual move is 12 Bf4 when 12...Nd613 b4 Ng6 14 b5 gave White a slight 
pull in Panno—Forestani, Mar Del Plata 2003. 


(x) After 13 b4 a6 14 a4 as recommended by Leko, White is probably a little bit 
better. 

(y) After 14 d5 Qc5 (not 14... cxd5 15 Nxd5 Qg5 16 Nc7 Bh3 17 Nf4 +) 15 b4 
Qc4 16 Rfd1 cxd5 17 Rxd5 Bg4 18 Rd4 Qcé it would have been murky (Leko). 
The game Leko—Z. Almasi, Hungary 1995, continued 14 Ng3 f5 15 Rfd1 Be6 
16 b4 a6 17 Na4 (17 a4) 17 .. . Qf7 18 a3 Nd7 and Black had equalized. 
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QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 


Exchange Variation 


1 d4 d5 2 c4 eG 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 cxd5 exd5(a) 


55 56 57 58 59 60 
5 Beo-iateleianterheceredbs NGS gesseid Masi cated die eae Bf4 
c6 c6 Be7 
6 Qe2......... e3 BRD. es csecens Bf4 Qc2 
Na6 Bf5(g) hé Nbd7 c5(w) 
7 ~~ e3(b) Qf3 Bh4 Qc2 dxc5 
Nb4(c) Bg6é Bf5 Nb6(p)...... Nh5 d4 
8 Qd2(d) Bxf6 Qb3()) e3(q) Bg3(u) 0-0-0(x) 
Bfs Qxf6(h) p5 Bg4 g6 Qa5 
9 Rcl Qxf6 Bg3(m) = Ned(r) e3 Qa4t(y) 
a5 pxfé Qh6 Bh5 Nxg3 Qxa4 
10 a3 Kda(i) e3(n) h3 hxp3 Nxa4 
Na6 Nd7 Na6 Bd6(s) Bd6 Ne4 
11 Nge2(e) Bd3(j) Be5 p4 Bd3 Bg3 
hé a5 Be7 Bg6 Nf6 Nc6 
12 »=©Bfa Nf3 Qxb6 Qb3 0-0-0 Nf3 


Bdé(f) Nb6(k) axb6(o) Qe7(t) Be6(v) Nxc5(z) 


(a) 4...Nxd5 is possible. After 5 e4 Nxc3 6 bxc3 c5 7 a3 Be7 8 Nf3 0-0 9 Bd3 
cxd4 (9. . .Nc6 is more usual) 10 cxd4 Nc6 White was perhaps slightly better 
in this Semi-Tarrasch-like position, Bareev—Hratek, Pardubice 1994. 


(b) 7 a3 is the alternative. After 7... Nc7 8 e3 Ne6 9 Bh4 Be7 10 Bd3 g6 White 
was slightly better, Vaganian—Westerinen, Moscow 1982. 


(c) 7...Nc7 8 Bd3 Be7 9 Nge2 Nh5 10 Bxe7 Qxe7 11 0-0-0 g6 12 Kb1 Ng7 13 Ng3 
0-0 14 h4 h5 15 Qd2 +; Dohosian—Vaganian, Tilburg 1994. 


(d) (A) 8 Qd1 Bf5 9 Rc1 Qa5 10 Bxf6 gxf6 (10... Nxa2 11 Bh4 Bb4 12 Qd2 Nxci 
13 Qxci is unclear—Ehlvest) 11 Qd2 Nxa2 12 Rai Nxc3 13 Rxa5 Ne4 14 Rxd5 
was unclear in Ehlvest-Short, Manila 1992. (B) 8 Qb1 h6 (not 8... g6 9 Qdi 
a5 10 a3 Na6 11 Bd3 +, Dohosian—Vaganian, Tilburg 1994) 9 Bh4 g6 10 Qdi 
Bf5 11 Rel g5 12 Bg3 Qad 13 Qf3 +. 


(e) 11 Bxa6 Rxa6 12 Nge2 Be7 =, Ziiger—King, Bern 1988. 


(f) The game Barsov—Se. Ivanov, Germany 1994, continued 13 Ng3 Bh7 14 Bxd6 
Qxd6 with about even chances. 


(g) 6... Qb6 7 Qc2 Ne4 8 Bf4 Bf5 9 Bd3 NaG 10 a3 Qad 11 Rel Nxc3 12 Qxc3 
Qxc3t 13 Rxc3 Bxd3 14 Rxd3 0-0-0 =, Kelly—Baburin, Bunratty 2005. 


(h) 8... gxf6 9 Qdi Qh6 10 Qd2 Na6 +, Petrosian—Barcza, Budapest 1953. 
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(i) White has recently done well with 10 Nf3. Carlsen—Azmaiparashvili, Khanty 
Mansiysk 2005, continued 10... Nd7 11 Nh4 Bb4 12 Rc1 Nb6 13 a3 Bxc3t 14 
Rxc3 Nc8 15 £3 Nd6 16 g3 a5 17 b3 a4 18 b4 with an edge for White. 


(j) 11 h4 Nb6 12 h5 Bf5 =, Vaiser—-Ruban, Novosibirsk 1993. 


(k) 13 b38 Kd7 14 Ne1 Bb4 15 Nec2 Bxc3t 16 Kxc3 Nc8 was about even in 
Ivanchuk-—Short, Linares 1992. 


(1) 8 e3 Nbd7 9 Bd3 Bxd3 10 Qxd3 Bd6 11 0-0 0-0 =, Itkis—Pelletier, Kusadus, 
2006. 


(m) 9 Qxb7? pxh4 10 Qxa8 Qbé6 is losing for White. 


(n) 10 Nd2 Nbd7 11 e3 Qxb3 12 Nxb3 Ne4 13 Nxe4 Bxe4 14 Nd2 Bg6 15 h4 
Rg8 =, Vallejo Pons—-Shirov, Melody Amber 2004. 


(o) The position is unbalanced but roughly equal, Beliavsky—Shirov, Biel 1992. 


(p) 7.,.Bb4 8 e3 Nh5 9 Bg5 Be7 10 Bxe7 Qxe7 11 0-0-0 Nb6 12 h3 &, Epishin— 
Ivanchuk, Tilburg 1992. 


(q) 8 h3 Bd6 9 Bxd6 Qxd6 10 e3 Qe7 11 Bd3, Epishin—Smagin, Russia 1995. Now 
instead of 11... Nc4 that led after 12 Bxc4 dxc4 13 0-0 0-0 14 e4 b5 15 Rfel 
to a much superior position for White, 11... Be6 with the idea of Nc8-d6 has 
been suggested by Smagin as enough to equalize. 


(rt) 9 Bd3 Bxf3 10 gxf3 Bd6 11 Bg5 Be7 12 Bh4 g6 13 0-0-0 +, Dreev—I. Sokolov, 
Neum 2000. 


(s) 10... Bg6 11 Qb3 a5 12 a3 a4 13 Qd1 Ne4 14 Be2 Bd6 15 Nxg6 hxg6 16 Nxe4 
dxe4 17 Qc2 f5 18 Bxd6 Qxd6, Kir. Georgiev—Piket, Moscow 1994; now 19 b4! 
would have been +. 


(t) 13 Be2 Nfd7 14 Nd3 a5 15 Bxd6 Qxd6 was approximately even in Kir. 
Georgiev-Smagin, Yugoslavia 1995. 


(u) 8 Bg5 Be7 9 Bxe7 Qxe7 10 e3 Nb6 11 0-0-0 g6 12 Bd3 Bg4 13 h3 Bxf3 14 gxf3 
0-0-0 =. 
(v) In the game Piket—Seirawan, Amsterdam 1995, 13 Kb1 Qe7 14 Kal 0-0-0 


15 Rei (Seirawan suggests 15 Rb1 with the idea 16 Rhc1 and 17 b4) 15... Kb8 
was about even. , 


(w) 6... 00 7 &3 c5 8 dxc5 Bxc5 9 Nf3 Nc6 10 Be2 (not 10 Bb5 d4 11 Bxc6 dxc3 
12 Qxc3 Qe7 winning) 10...d4 11 exd4 Nxd4 12 Nxd4 Qxd4 =, Karpov— 
Kasparov, Moscow 1985. 


(x). 8 Rd1 would leave the king vulnerable in the center, while 8 Qa4t Nc6 9 Nb5 
0-0 10 Bc7 Qd7 11 Bdé6 Ne4 with a Black initiative—Zd. Vukovié. 


(y) 9 Rxd4 Nc6 leaves Black with a strong attack; White prefers to exchange 
queens, but Black’s initiative persists. 


(zZ) 12...h5 13 Nd2 Nxd2 14 Rxd2 Bg5 15 f4 Bf6 would have clearly been ad- 
vantageous for Black. The text is Ilini¢é—Zd. Vukovié, Yugoslavia 1995, which 
continued 13 Nxc5 Bxc5 14 Ne5 Nxe5 15 BxeS Bf5 16 g4 Bg6 17 Bg2? (17 Rd2 
was better) 17... ReB and Black had a decisive advantage. 


419 


QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 
5 Bf4 Variation 
1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Nfé 4 Nf3 Be7 5 Bf4 0-0 6 e3 c5 7 dxc5 Bxc5 | 


61 62 63 64 65 66 
8 QO2E sec fe keri ehawdeha a i el ae ade faaeds BBs tices ees cxd5 
Nc6 Nc6 Nxd5(u) 
9 a3 Be2(p) Nxd5 
Qa5(a) dxc4 exd5 
10 = 0-0-O(D) ... cc cccccceeeea sees Nd2 Bxc4- a3(v) 
Be7(c) Bb4.......... Be7 Qxdit(q) Nc6 
WT Aa ecco g4 cxd5 Bg3 Rxd1 Bd3 
Rd&(d) dxc4 exd5(i) Bd7 a6(r) Bb6(w) 
12 p4 Bxc4(f) Bd3 Be2() Be2(s) 0-0 | 
Bd7 e5 d4(j) Rac8(m) Rd8& Bg4(x) 
13 Kbi g5 0-0 0-0 Rxd8t h3 
dxc4 exf4 Bxc3 Qds Nxd8 Bh5 
14 Bxc4 pxf6 Nc4 cxd5(n) 0-0 b4 
Rac8 Bxf6 Qh5 exd5 Bd7 a6(y) 
15 p5 Nd5(g) bxc3 Nf3 Rd1 Rc1 
Nh5(e) Ne7(h) Nd5d(k) a6(o) - Be&(t) d4(z) 


(a) 9...Qe7 10 Rd1 Rd8 11 b4 Nxbé4 (11... Bd6 12° Bg5 +, Miles—Kogan, U.S. 
1980) 12 axb4 Bxb4 13 Nd2 Bd7 14 Be2 was unclear in Miles—Ziatdinov, 
Montpellier 1994. 


(b) 10 Rd1 Be7 11 Be2 (a recent try in this old line) 11... e5 12 Nxe5 Nxe5 
13 Bxe5 dxc4 14 Bd4 Bf5 15 Qc1 Rac8 16 0-0 Rfd8 = Mamedyarov— 
PH. Nielsen, San Luis 2005. 


(c) (A) 10... Ne4 11 Nb5 a6 12 Nc7 e5 13 Rxd5 f5 (13... Nf6 14Ng5 Bf5 was the 
best try—Kasparov) 14 Rxe5 Nxe5 15 Bxe5 +, Kasparov—Vaganian, Debrecen 
1992. (B) 10... Bd7 11 cxd5 Nxd5 12 Ng5 g6 13 Nge4, Piket-Timman, Am- 
sterdam 1995; now 13 .. . Nxc3 14 Qxc3 Qxc3t 15 Nxc3 e5 is murky. 


(d) 11... dxc4 12 Bxc4 b6 13 Np5 Ba6 14 Nce4 g6 15 Nxfét Bxfé 16 Ne4 Be7 
17 Bxa6 +; Kasparov—Vaganian, Novgorod 1995. 


(e) After 16 Bd6 g6 17 Be2 Bxd6 18 Rxd6 Ne7 Black gradually equalized in 
Kasparov—Ehlvest, Novgorod 1995. 


(f) 12... a6 13 g5 Nh5 14 Bd3 g6 15 Be4 e5 16 Bxe5 Nxe5 17 Rd5 Qc7 18 Rxed 
Be6 19 Rd1 Bd6 20 Rxe6 fxe6 21 Qb3 Ng7 22 Qxb7 and the complications 
have produced a level game, Khalifman—Onischuk, Togliatti 2003. 
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(g) 15 Rd5 Qc7 16 Rh5 g6 17 Nd5 Qd8 18 Regi Be6 19 Neg5 Bxgs (19... Bxd5 20 
Bxd5 Qxd5 21 Nxh7 Qd8 22 Rxp6t fxg6 23 Qxp6t Bg7 24 Ng5 Rfé 25 Rhet 
would have been a nice finish) was unclear in Libeau—Hoffman, Biel 1993. 


(h) 16 Nxf6t gxf6 17 Rhgit Kh8, 18 e4 b5 19 Bd5 Nxd5 20 exd5 b4 21 axb4 Qait 
22 Kd2 Qa6 23 Qc6 Rd8 24 Kc3 Bb7 was about even in Anand—Kramnik, Leon 
computer assisted event 2002. 


(i) 11... Nxd5 12 Nxd5 exd5 13 Bd3 h6 14 Rc1 Be7 15 0-0 Be6 16 Nb3 Qb6 
17 Nc5 Rac8 (17... Bxc5 18 Qxc5 Qxb2 19 Rb1 Qd2 20 Rfd1 Qa5 21 Rbs +, 
Bareev—Dzandzgava, Debrecen 1992) 18 Nxe6 fxe6 19 Qe2 Bf6 20 Qh5 is good 
for White; Kramnik—Hiibner, Germany 1993. 


(j) 12... . Nh5 13 Bg3 h6 14 0-0 Bxc3 15 Nb3 Qb6 16 Qxc3 +, Gelfand— 
P.H. Nielsen, Turin Ol. 2006. 


(k) After 16 Bg3 (if 16 Bd6 Rd8 17 cxd4 b5 18 Ne5 Rxd6 19 Nxc6 Rh6 Black has 
too strong an attack) 16 ... dxe3 17 Rae1 with chances for both sides, Korch- 
noi—Lutz, Zurich 1999. 


(1) 12 Rd1 Rac8 13 Be2 a6 14 0-0 b5 15 cxd5 exd5 16 Nf3 +, Lautier—Vaisser, 
French Chp. 2005. 


(m) (A) 12... Rfd8 13 0-0 a6 14 b4 Qb6 15 c5 Qa7 16 Na4 +, L.B. Hansen-P. An- 
dersen, Denmark 1993. (B) A better try is 12 .. . Rfc8 13 Rd1 Qd8 14 0-0 Na5 
which is close to equal, Lautier—Beliavsky, Bundesliga 2001. 


(n) 14 Radi would allow 14. ..d415 Nb5 dxe3 16 fxe3 Qbé6. 
(0) White had a small edge, L.B. Hansen—Cifuentes Parada, Wijk aan Zee 1994. 


(p) 9 Rc1 d4 (9... dxc4 10 Bxc4 Qxd1 =, Kramnik—Vaganian, Lucerne 1993, is 
also good) 10 Nxd4 e5 11 Nb3 Bxa3 12 bxa3 exf4 led to equality; Kramnik— 
Beliavsky, Belgrade 1993. 


(q) (A) 10...a6 11 Qc2 Be7 12 Bd3 Bb7 13 Ne4 Qa5t 14 Ke2 Be7 15 Nxf6ét 
Bxf6 16 Bxh7t Kh8 17 Raci +, I. Sokolov—Cifuentes Parada, Oviedo 1992. 
(B) 10...Nh5 11 Qxd8 Rxd8 12 Bc7 Rd7 13 Be5 b6 was about even in 
Lobron—Lutz, Nussloch 1996. 


(rt) 11...b6 12 4 Bb7 13 e5 Ng4 14 Ne4 Rfd8 15 0-0 + in the rapid game Kram- 
nik—Yusupov, Moscow 1995. 


(s) 12 Bd3 Rd8 13 Bg5 hé 14 Bh4 e5 15 Bxf6 pxf6 is unclear—M. Gurevich. 


(t) After 16 Nd2 Nc6 17 Nde4 Nxe4 18 Nxe4 Be7 19 Nd6 Bxd6 20 Bxd6 White 
holds a small edge, M. Gurevich—Ekstrom, Neuchatel 1996. 


(u) 8... exd5 is intriguing. The game Slutzkin—Kibalnichenko, Russia 1992, con- 
tinued 9 Rc1 Nc6 10 a3 d4 11 Na4 (11 exd4 Nxd4 12 Nxd4 was perhaps bet- 
ter) 11... Qa5t 12 b4 Nxb4 13 Nd2 dxe3 14 fxe3 Na6 15 Bxa6 Bxa3 16 Ral 
Qxa6 17 Rxa3 b5 +. 


(v) 10 Bd3 Bb4t 11 Ke2 Nc6 12 Qc2 hé6 13 Rhdi Qfé 14 Kf1 Ba5 15 Be2 Bb6 is 
harmless, Quinteros—Najdorf, Mar del Plata 1982. 


(w) 11...Be7 12 0-0 Be6 13 Ne5 was good for White in the game Kraidman— 
Radashkovich, Netanya 1973. 


(x) 12... Q£6 is quite possible here. After 13 b4 Bf5 14 Rc1 d4 15 Bg5 Qg6 
16 Bxf5 Qxf5 17 exd4 Be3 with a drawish position, Leitao—-Rybka (computer), 
Santiago 2006. 


(y) 14... Re8 has often been played here. 15 Rel d4 16 g4 Bg6 17 Bxg6 hxg6 
18 b5 (Dreev—Geller, Helsinki 1992) and now 18...dxe3 19 bxc6 e2 
20 Qxd8 exf1 (Q}t 21 Kxf1 = (Dreev); 15 g4 Bg6 16 Bxg6 hxg6 17 b5 Na5 =, 
Chiburdanidze—Geller, Aruba 1992. 


(z) After 16 g4 Bg6 17 e4 Re8 18 Nd2 Rc8 19 Bg3 (19 Qb3!?) 19... £6, Beliavsky— 
Kir. Georgiev, Biel 1992; now 20 £4 would have been +. 


QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 
5 Bf4 Variation 
1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Nfé 4 Nf3 Be7(a) 5 Bf4 0-0 6 e3 


67 68 69 70 71 72 
Biscin’ CB veissopeenes CB rececketeohicls wilh ieeateae ve pahetecb ected was tceuewnes b6(y) 
7 dxc5 G2 ce scscuiwasceieseretinanasaaueereeeeexs Bd3 cxd5(z) 
Bxc5 Nbd7(e) Nbd7(t) Nxd5 
8 Be2 H3(L) eee sedecsiev eae a3 0-0(u) Nxd5 
Bb4(b) -a6(g) Re8 Nh5 Nh5 exd5(aa) 
9 0-0 Rd1 a3(i) Be5(m) Qc2 Bd3 
Bxc3 h6é Nfs f6(n) Nxf4 Bb4t(bb) 
10 = bxc3 a3 Bd3(j) Bg3 exf4 Ke2 
Nc6 dxc4 dxc4(k) £5(o) dxc4(v) Bd6 
11 Nd2 Bxc4 Bxc4 Be5(p) Bxc4 Bxd6 
Qe7(c) Nd5 Nd5 Nhf6 Nb6(w) Qxd6é 
12 Bg5 0-0 Bg3 Bf4(q) Bd3 Re1(cc) 
Rd8 Nxf4. Nxc3 Ne4(r) g6 c5(dd) 
13 = =.Qc2 exf4 Qxc3 h3 a3 dxc5 
hé(d) Qc7(h) Bd6é(l) Ndf6(s) Nd5(x) bxc5(ee) 


(a) 4...Nbd7 5 Bf4 dxc4 6 e3 Nb6 7 Bxc4 Nxc4 8 Qa4t Bd7 9 Qxc4 Bd6é 
10 Bg5 h6 11 Bxf6 Qxf6 12 0-0 0-0 13 e4 led to a position where White’s space 
advantage slightly overbalanced Black's bishops, Blagojevié—Cvetkovié, Yu- 
goslavia 1993. 


(b) Moving the bishop again is a recent idea. Alternatives are 8... dxc4 or 
8...Nc6. 


(c) 11... dxc4 12 Bxc4 Nd5 13 Bxd5 Qxd5 14 c4 might be an easier method of 
equalization. 


(d) After 14 Bh4 Ne5 15 Rfd1 (15 cxd5 exd5 16 c4 d4 17 exd4 Rxd4 would be no 
improvement) 15 ... Ng6 16 Bg3 b6 17 Bd3 Nfs is roughly equal, Hertneck— 
Beliavsky, Munich 1994. 


(e) 7... a6 was tried in Meulders—Winkler, Brussels 1993, and after 8 Rd1 Nbd7 
9 Bd3 dxc4 10 Bxc4 b5 11 Be2 c5 12 dxc5 Bxc5 the game was equal. 


(f) 8 Rd1 Nh5 9 Bed f6 10 Bg3 f5 11 Bd3 Nxg3 12 hxg3 Nf6 leaves Black a solid 
position, S. Ivanov—Taimanov, Stockholm 2003. 


(g) 8... Qa5 9 Nd2 Re8 10 Bd3 Bf8 11 cxd5 exd5 12 0-0 Qd8 13 Rab1 a5 14 a3 , 
Sasikiran—Bartels, Dresen 2005. 


(h) Or 13 ...Re8 14 Ned Nf8 15 f5 with a good attack. The column is Kramnik— 
Lputian, Debrecen 1992, which continued 14 Ne5 Nf6 15 Ba2 Bd7 16 Bb1 
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Be8? (16 . .. Rfd8 was necessary, when 17 Ne4 Kf8 18 Nxf6 Bxf6 19 Qh7 was 
still +) 17 d5! Rd8 (18 Nxd5 after either pawn capture was immediately fatal) 
18 Rfe1 Kh8 19 dxe6 Rxd1 20 Rxd1 fxe6 21 Ne4 g6 22 Nc5 Bxc5 23 Qxc5 Re8 
24 Ba2 Kg7 25 Bxe6 Rf8 26 Nd7 Resigns. 


(i) Other moves are possible here: (A) 9 cxd5 Nxd5 10 Nxd5 exd5 11 0-0-0 Nfs 
12 Bd3 Bd7 13 Kb1 Rc8 14 g4 Qb6 15 Rel c is about even, Gelfand— 
Azmaiparashvili, Moscow 1990. (B) 9 0-0-0 Qa5 10 Kbi dxc4 11 Bxc4 Nd5 
12 Nxd5 exd5 13 Bd3 Nf8 14 Ng5 gave White the edge in Korchnoi-Baum- 
garten, Dresden 2006. 


(j) White obtained nothing from 10 c5 Néd7 11 Bd3 Bf6 12 0-0 e5 =, PH. Nielsen— 
Bischoff, Bundesliga 2002. 


(k) 10...Ng6 11 Bh2 Bd6 12 Bxd6 Qxd6 13 0-0 dxc4 14 Bxc4 Nd5 was about 
equal, Mikhalchishin—Brestian, Trnava 1988. 


(1) The column is Beliavsky—Speelman, Linares 1991. After 14 0-0 Bxg3 15 fxg3 
Bd7 16 g4, White had a useful advantage in space. 


(m) After 9 Bd3 Nxf4 10 Bxh7+t Kh8 11 exf4, both 11 ...dxc4 and 11... g6 (sug- 
gested by M. Gurevich) give Black reasonable chances. 


(n) 9...Nxe5 10 dxe5 g6 11 0-0-0 Qa5 12 g4 with an attack. 
(0) The immediate 10 . .. Nxg3 11 hxg3 f5 is met by 12 g4. 


(p) 11 Bd3 g6 12 Be5 Qe8 13 h3 Nhfé 14 g4 fxg4 15 Ng5 Nxe5 16 dxe5 dxc4 
17 Bxc4 Nd5 18 Nge4 Bh4 19 0-0-0 g3 with an unclear position, Sara- 
vanan—Ravi, Indian Chp. 2006. 


(q) The shuffling of the bishop is amusing, but also quite logical. 
(r) If now 12... Nh5 13 Bd3 Nxf4 14 exf4 and e6 is ‘weak, 


(s) After 14 Bd3 Bd7 15 0-0 Be8 16 Bh2 Bh5 17 Ne5 Nd7 18 f3 Nxe5 19 Bxe5 
White has a small advantage in M. Gurevich—A. Fernandez, Linares 1995. 


(t) 7... b6 8 0-0 Bb7 9 e4 dxe4 10 Nxe4 c5 11 Nxf6t Bxf6 12 dxc5 bxc5 13 Re1 
g6 14 Re3 Qe7 15 h4 +, Lesiege—Hebert, Montreal 2002. 


(u) 8 Ne5 was tried in Tregubov—Pigusov, St. Petersburg 1993. After 8... Nxe5 
9 Bxe5 dxc4 (9...b6 +) 10 Bxc4 b6 11 0-0 Bb7 12 Qe2 White was more 
comfortable. 


(v) Dorfman suggests 10... g6 without the exchange on c4 would give Black. 
more chances than the column continuation. 


(w) 11... c5 12 Radi cxd4 13 Nxd4 + (Dorfman). 


(x) After 14 g3 Bd7 15 Ne4 Rc8 16 Rac1 b6 17 Qe2 White had a small but stable 
advantage. Dorfman—Ivkov, France 1993. 


(y) 6...dxc4 7 Bxc4 a6 8 Bd3 Nbd7 9 e4 c5 10 e5 Nh5 is unclear, Dreev— 
Nenashev, Manila 1992. 


(z) 7 Re1 is the main alternative. After 7... c5 8 exd5 cxd5 (8... Nxd5 9 Nxd5 
exd5 10 Bd3 Nd7 11 0-0 +, Agdestein-Spassky, Gvojik 1983) 9 Be2 Bb7 
10 0-0 Nbd7 White had a tiny edge, Gheorghiu—Ree, Wijk aan Zee 1981. 
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(aa) 8... Qxd5 is played here also. After 9 Bd3 the lines branch: 9... Ba6 10 0-0 
c5 11 e4 Qb7 is not clear; 9... Bb4t 10 Ke2 is dubious for Black; 9...c5 
10 Qc2 Bb7 11 0-0 cxd4?! 12 Bxh7+ Kh8 13 Bd3 dxe3 14 fxe3 and White was 
considerably better, Dreev—Doroshkievich, Rostov-on-Don 1993. 


(bb) 9... c5 10 Ne5 cxd4 11 exd4 Bb4t 12 Kf1 with chances for both sides. 


(cc) 12 Qc2 Ba6, when 13 Bxa6 Nxa6 14 Qa4 is met by 14... b5, but 13 Rad1 is 
slightly better for White—Psakhis. 


(dd)Now 12... Ba6 is met by 13 Bxa6 Nxa6 14 Qa4 b5 15 Qc2 +. 


(ce) The game Psakhis—Westerinen, Gausdal 1994, continued 14 Qa4 Ba6 15 Rhd1 
Bxd3t 16 Rxd3 Nc6 17 Rd2 Rab8 18 Kf1 and White had a medium-size edge 
in a messy position. 
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QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 
Ragozin Variation 
1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Nfé 4 Nf3 Bb4 


73 74 75 76 77 78 
5 BQ5 edsadouniawethatece av doordeskenetunes CXA5(L) ......ccccsusceeceeee Qa4t 
dxc4(a) exd5 Nc6 
6 e4(b) Vienna Bg5 Ne5(w) 
c5(c) Variation Nbd7(m) Bd7 
7 BXG4) cs ssseceaceteiad vik e5 Qc2(n)...... e3 Nxd7 
cxd4 cxd4 h6é(o) c5 Qxd7 
8 Nxd4 Qa4t (i) Bh4 Bd3(s) - e3(x) 
Bxc3t(d) Nc6 c5(p) c4 Ne4(y) 
9 bxc3 0-0-0 e3 Bfs(t) Qc2 
Qad Bd7(j) c4 Qa5 Nxc3(z) 
10 Bb5t (e) Ne4 Be2 Qc2 bxc3 
Bd7......0005 Nbd7 Be7 Qa5d 0-0 Be7 
11 Bxf6 Bxf6 exf6 Nd2(q) 0-0 cxd5(aa) 
pxf6 Qxc3t pxf6 0-0 Re8 exd5 
12 Qb3(f) Kf1 Bh4 Bf3 Nd2(u) Bd3 


a6(g) pxfé(h) Rc8&(k) Bxc3(r) p6(v) h6(bb) 


(a) 5... h6 6 Bxf6 Qxf6 7 e3 0-0 8 Qb3 Bxc3t 9 Qxc3 c6 10 Be2 gives an edge to 
White, Bacrot—Zhao Xue, Cap d’Agde 2006. 


(b) 6 Qa4t Nc6 7 e4 Bd7 8 Qc2 hé 9 Bd2 b5 10 Nxb5 Bxd2t is equal after 11 Nxd2 
a6 12 Na3 Nxd4 (Lipnitski). 


(c) 6...h67 Bxf6 Qxf6é 8 Bxc4.0-0 9 0-0 Rd8 10 Qea2 Nc6 11 e5 +, Chernin—Frias, 
Saint John 1988. 


(d) (A) 8...Qa5 9 Bd2 Qc5 10 Bb5t Bd7 11 Nb3 +, Dautov—Levin, USSR 1987. 
(B) 8...Qc7 9 Qb3 Bxc3 10 Qxc3 Nxe4 11 Nb5 Qc5 12 Qxp7 was +, 
Averbakh—Estrin, Moscow 1967. 


(e) (A) 10 Nb5 got a workout in the Karpov-Timman match of 1993. It seems 
that after 10 .. . Nxe4 neither 11 Qd4 0-0 12 Qxe4 a6 13 Be7 axb5 (8th game) 
nor 11 Bf4 0-0 12 0-0 Nd7 gives White an advantage. (B) 10 Bxf6 Qxc3t 
11 Kf1 gxf6 12 Rc1 Qa5 13 h4 Ke7 14 Rh3 Nc6 is unclear, Akesson—Landa, Bad 
Wiessee 2005. 


(f) Popular of late is 12 Bxd7+ Nxd7 13 0-0 a6 14 Rb1 Qc7 15 Qd2, but Black 
seems to be all right; e.g., 15 . . . Rc8 16 Rfd1 Nc5 17 Qh6 Qed 18 f4 Qxe4 
19 £5 Rg8 20 Rb2 Rd8 21 Qxf6 e5 22 Kfi Qf4t 23 Kgi Qe4 24 Kf and the play- 
ers repeated moves in Akopian—Landa, Port Erin 2006. 
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(g) 12... 0-0 13 0-0 Bxb5 14 Nxb5 Nc6 15 c4 with a small edge to White, Vallejo 
Pons—Topalov, Morelia/Linares 2006. 


(h) After 13 h4 a6 (13... Ke7 14 Rh3 Qad 15 Rbi Rd8 16 Qc1 +, Dzhandzhava— 
Maliutin, USSR 1991) 14 Rh3 Qa5 15 Be2 Ne5 16 Qb3 b5 17 Rd1 Bd7 18 £4 
Nc4 19 Bxc4 bxc4 20 Qb7 Rd8& 21 Nc6 Bxc6 22 Qxc6t Draw, Ssan Segudo- 
Wells, Plovdiv 2003. 


(i) 8 Nxd4 Qa5 9 exf6 Bxc3t 10 bxc3 Qxg5 11 fxg7 Qxg7 12 Qd2 is a little better 
for White, Shulman—van Wely, Foxwoods 2006, 


(j) 9...h6 10 exf6 hxg5 11 fxg7 Rg8 12 Nxd4 Bxc3 13 bxc3 Qa5 14 Qxad =, 
Timman—Karpov, Amsterdam 1987. 


(kK) After 13 Kb1 Na5 14 Qc2 e5 15 Nxd4 exd4 16 Rxd4 Qb6 17 Rd5 Be6 18 Rh5 
Bg4 19 Qa4t Nc6 20 Rb5 Qa6 21 Qxa6é bxa6 is roughly equal, Babula—Ribli, 
Bundesliga 2006. 


(1) 5 Qb3 c5 6 dxc5 Nc6 7 e3 0-0 (7... Qa5—Skembris) 8 Be2 Qe7 led to a slight 
edge for White in Skembris—Barle, Debrecen 1992. 


(m) 6...h6 7 Bh4 g5 8 Bg3 Ne4 9 Nd2 Nxc3 10 bxc3 Bxc3 11 Rc1 Bad 
(11... Bb2 12 Bxc7 Qd7 13 Be5 unclear—Khalifman) 12 h4 g4 is double- 
edged, Khalifman—Serper, Saint Petersburg 1994. 


(n) 7 Rc1 h6 8 Bh4 (8 Bxf6 is usual) 8... c5 9 dxc5 Qa5 10 Qd4 0-0 11 a3 Bxc5 
12 Qd2 is a small advantage for White, Epishin—Serper, Moscow 1992. 


(0) 7...c5 8 dxc5 h6 9 Bd2 Bxc5 10 e3 0-0 11 Bd3 +, Dreev—Zvjaginsev, 
Poikovsky 2006. 


(p) 8...g5 is too violent. After 9 Bg3 Ne4 10 e3 Nb6 11 Bd3 Bfs5 12 Nd2 +, 
Sanchez Jimenez—Campos Moreno, Linares 1991. 


(q) An improvement on 11 0-0 Bxc3 12 bxc3 Ne4 13 Rfci Nb6 14 a4, which was 
slightly advantageous, Kramnik—Lautier, Cannes 1993. 


(r) White had a fair advantage after 13 bxc3 Qa3 14 0-0 b5 15 Rfbi, Kransenkow— 
Garcia Ilundain, Las Palmas 1993. 


(s) 8 Be2 Qa5 9 0-0 0-0 10 Nd2 Bxc3 11 bxc3 Qxc3 12 Rel Qa3 13 dxc5 Qxa2 
worked out well for Black in Morozevich—Aronian, Morelia/Linares 2007. 


(t) 9 Bxf6 Qxf6 10 Bc2 Nbé 11 Ba4t Kf8 12 Ne5 Qg5 13 0-0 Bh3 14 Qf3 Qxg2t led 
to a roughly balanced ending in Naumkin—Landa, Capelle la Grande 2007. 


(u) 12 Bh4 g6 13 Bh3 Bxc3 (13... Ne4 14 Bxd7 Bxd7 15 Ne5 Bxc3 16 Nxd7 Qb5 
17 bxc3 Qxd7 +, F. Levin—G. Georgadze, Belgrade 1992) 14 bxc3 =, Ubilava— 
Serper, Manila 1992. 


(v) 13 Bxd7 Nxd7. Now 14 £3 Nb6 15 Bf4 Bf8 of Hebden—Winants, Ostend 1992, 
would be best met by 16 g4 Bd7 ~, while 15 ... Bd7 16 e4 Rac8 was balanced 
in P. Cramling—Blatny, Manila 1992. 14 Rfel Nb6 15 f3 Na4 =, Kamsky- 
J. Polgar, Dos Hermanas 1995. 


(w) (A) 6 cxd5 exd5 7 Bg5 h6 8 Bxf6 Qxf6 9 e3 0-0 10 Be2 Be6 11 0-0 a6 12 Rfcl 
Bd6 13 Qdi Ne7 14 Na4 b6 (14... Rad8 15 Nc5 Bc8 16 Qb3 + [Lautier]) 
15 b4 (usual is 15 Nc3) 15... g5 16 Nb2 Ng6 unclear, Beliavsky—Lautier, Biel 
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1992, (B) 6 Bg5 h6 7 Bxf6 Qxf6 8 63 0-0 9 Rc1 Qg6 10 Qcz2 left White a bit bet- 
ter, Bacrot—Aronian, Wijk aan Zee 2006. 


(x) 8 a3 Bxc3t 9 bxc3 0-0 10 e3 a6 11 Qc2 Na5 12 cxd5 exd5 =, Porreca—Miiev, 
Zagreb 1955. 


(y) 8...e5 9 dxe5 d4 10 a3 Bxc3t 11 bxc3 dxe3 12 Bxe3 Ng4 is reckoned to be’ 
good for Black, Spielmann—Fine, Zandvoort 1936. 


(z) Karpov mentions 9... Bxc3t 10 bxc3 Na5 11 cxd5 exd5 12 Bd3 Nd6 with a 
hold on c4. 


(aa) Other possibilities are 11 Rb1 or 11 c4—Karpov. 


(bb) After 13 Qa4 a6 (13... 0-0 14 Rb1 Rab8 15 c4 is +) 14 Rab1 Ra7 15 c4 b5 
16 cxb5 axb5 17 Qxb5 0-0 there are chances for both sides, Karpov—Lautier, 
Baden-Baden 1992. 
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QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 


1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3(a) 


79 80 81 82 83 84 

k ere Be7Z(b) wsaccnceeievieas costes Bb vs.i2e espe ess Cos oes Nf6 

4  oxd5 cxd5......... e3(p) Bg5 
exd5 exd5 Ne7 c5 

5 Bf4 Bfa(1) Bd2 cxd5 
COS teres i Nf6é Nf6é 0-0 cxd4,........ Qb6 

6 e3 e3 e3 Nf3(q) Qxd4(t) Bxf6(y) 
Bf5 Bf5 c5(m) Nd7 Be7 Qxb2(z) 

7 g4 Nge2(h) Bd3(n) Bd3 e4(u) Rc1(aa) 
Be6(c) ‘0-0(i) Nc6 bé(r) Nc6 gxf6 

8 h4(d) Ng3 Nge2 cxd5 Qd2(v) e3 
c5(e) Be6(j) cxd4 exd5 exd5(w) cxd4 

9 dxc5(f) Bd3 exd4 0-0 Bxf6 Bb5t 
Bxc5 c5 Bg4 a5 Bxf6 Bd7 

10 Nge2 dxc5 {3 Qc2 exd5 Bxd7t 

Nc6(g) Bxc5(k) Be6(0) hé(s) Qe7t(x) Nxd7(bb) 


(a) 3 Nf3 Nf6 4 Bg5 hé (other Black fourth moves usually transpose to some other 
line) 5 Bxf6 Qxf6 6 Nc3 Qd8 7 e3 Be7 8 Qb3 dxc4 Bxc4 +, Cifuentes—Flear, 
San Sebastian 2005. 


(b) Other moves are possible here. (A) 3 . . . a6 is the so-called Janowski Defense. 
After 4 cxd5 exd5 5 Bf4 Nf6 6 e3 White is slightly better, Eawe—Alekhine, 
Zurich 1934, (B) 3...b6 4 Nf3 Bb7 5 cxd5 exd5 6 e4 dxe4 7 Ne5 Bd6 
8 Qg4 Kf8 9 Bc4 gave White good attacking chances in Pillsbury—Swidenski, 
Hanover 1902. 


(c) 7...Bg6 is riskier. After 8 h4 h5 (8... Bxh4 9 Qb3 b6 10 Rxh4 Qxh4 
11 Nxd5 +) 9 g5 Bd6 10 Nge2 is +, Karpov—Portisch, Linares 1989, and 
8...h6 9 Nf3 Nd7 10 Bd3 was slightly better for White in Knaak—Raicevié, 
Athens 1992. 


(d) 8h3 Nd7 9 Bd3 g5 10 Bg3 h5 11 £3 Ngf6 12 Rh2 Nb6 =, Krush—Bruzon, Buenos 
Aires 2003. . 


(e) There are some other moves here. The greedy (A) 8... Bxh4?! 9 Qb3 g5 
10 Bh2 (with the idea 11 Nf3) was good for White in Vaiser—Diaz, Havana 1985. 
(B)8...Nf6 9f3c5 10 Bd3 Nc6 11 Nge2 was +, Chernin—Pigusov, Copenhagen 
1986. (C) 8... Nd7 9 h5 Nb6é 10 Be2 +, Kasparov—Karpov, Moscow 1985. 


(f) 9 Be5!? Bf6 10 Bxb8 Rxb8 11 g5 Be7 12 Bg2 hé 13 NgeZ gained White an edge 
In Dautov—Lputian, Istanbul Ol. 2000. 


(g) 10... Ne7 11 Nd4 Nbc6 12 Nxe6 +, Flear—Beliavsky, Szirak 1987. After the 
text, a suggestion of Beliavsky, it is about even. 
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(h) 7 Qb3 Nc6é 8 Qxb7 Nb4 9 Rc1 0-0 10 a3 Nc2t 11 Rxe2 Bxc2 12 Bxc7 Qc8 
13 Ba6 Qxb7 14 Bxb7 Rab8! with chances for both sides, Ehlvest—Yusupov, 
Linares 1991. 


(i) 7...Nd7 8 h3 Bg6 9 Ng3 Nfs 10 h4 Bxh4 11 Qb3 Bxg3 12 Bxg3 with chances 
for both sides (Hertneck). 


() If8... Bgé 9h4 h6 10 h5 Bh7 11 Bd3 White is better—Kasparov. 


(k) 11 0-0 Nc6 12 Rc1 d4 13 Nce4 Be7 14 Nxf6t Bxf6 15 b3 (15 e4 looks better) 
15... dxe3 =, Baginskaite—Krush, Stillwater Open 2007. 


(1) 5 Nf3 c6 6 Bf4 Ne7 7 e3 Bf5 8 Qb3 Qbé 9 Nh4 +, M. Gurevich—Barsov, Bastia 
2005. 


(m) The game Safin—Nenashev, Siskek 1993, went 6...Ne4 7 Qc2 (7 Rc1!— 
Nenashev) 7 ... c5 8 Bd3 cxd4 9 exd4 Bf5 =. 


(n) 7 Bb5t Bd7 8 Bxd7+ Qxd7 9 dxc5 Bxc3t 10 bxc3 0-0 11 Ne2 Rc8 and Black 
had enough for the pawn, Hertneck—Lautier, Tilburg 1992. 


(o) Hertneck—Lautier, Munich 1993. After 11 0-0 0-0 12 a3, now 12... Bd6 
would have limited White toa tiny edge. 


(p) 4 a3 has been played here. After 4... Bxc3t 5 bxc3 c5 6 e3 Ne7 7 Bd3 Qc7 
8 cxd5 exd5 9 Ne2 Bf5 chances are about even, Shirov—Lautier, Linares 1994. 
A little better is 7 Nf3 Qc7 8 Bb2 0-0 9 Rc1 +, Korchnoi—Winants, Antwerp 
1994, 


(q) 6 a3 Bxc3 7 Bxc3 b6 8 Nf3 Bg6 =, Yusupov—Lautier, Amsterdam 1994. 
(r) 7... dxc4 8 Bxc4 c5 9 a3 Bxc3 10 Bxc3 + (Georgadze). 


(s) The game G, Georgadze—Conquest, Senden 1993, continued 11 Raci Ba6 12 
Bxa6 Rxa6 13 a3 Bxc3 14 Bxc3 +. 


(t} 6 Qa4t Qd7 7 Qxd4 Nc6 8 Qa4 Nxd5 9 0-0-0 Be7 was nothing for White, 
H, Steiner—-Wade, Venice 1953. 


(u) 7 e3 exd5 8 Bb5t Nc6 9 Nf3 0-0 10 Qa4 Be6 11 0-0 (11 Bxc3 bxc6 12 Qxc6 
would give Black good play with either 12...Rc8, 12...Qa5, or 12... 
Rb8—S. Ivanov) 11... Qb6 12 Raci h6 =, Eingorn-S. Ivanov, Berlin 1992. 


(v) 8 Qe3 Nb4 (8... exd5 9 Bxf6 Bxf6 10 exd5t Ne7 11 d6 Qxd6 12 Bb5t Bd7 
13 Rd1 +, Evans—Bisguier, USA 1964) 9 Bb5t Bd7 10 Qe2 exd5 11 Nf3 0-0 
12 Bxd7 Qxd7 13 e5 =, Klimov-S. Ivanov, St. Petersburg Chp. 2003. 


(w) (A) 8...Nxd5 9 exd5 Bxg5 10 f4 Bh4t 11 g3 exd5 12 gxh4 Qxh4t 13 Qf2 
Qe7t 14 Qe2 Be6 15 Nf3 was +, Furman—Dzindzichashvili, USSR 1967. 
(B) 8... Nxe4 9 Nxe4 exd5 10 Bxe7 Qxe7 11 Qxd5 f5 (11... 0-0 12 £3 Nb4 
13 Qc4 Be6 14 Qc5 Qxc5 15 Nxc5 Nc2t 16 Kd2 +) 12 Bb5 +. 


(x) 10... Nb4 11 Bb5t Bd7 12 Bxd7t Qxd7 13 Nge2 +; but after the text, 11 Nge2 
Ned 12 d6 is good—Burgess. 


(y) (A) 6 Nf3 Qxb2 7 Na4 Qb4t 8 Bd2 Qa3 9 dxe6 Bxe6 10 e3 Ne4 is equal—Neish- 
tadt. (B) 6 dxe6 cxd4 7 exf7t+ Kxf7 8 Na4 Bb4t 9 Bd2 Bxd2+t 10 Qxd2 Qb5 un- 
clear, Borisenko—Makarov, USSR 1956. 
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(z) 6...gxf6 7 e3 Qxb2 8 Bb5t Bd7 9 Bxd7t+t Nxd7 10 Nge2 cxd4 11 Rbi +, 
Taimanov—A. Geller, USSR 1956. 


(aa) 7 Qc1 Qxcit 8 Rxc1 gxf6 9 Nf3 Kd8 10 e4 was a fair edge to White in 
Furman—Kavalek, Harrachow 1956. 


(bb) After 11 exd4 Bb4 12 Ne2 Rc8 (an attempt to improve on the 12... Bxc3t 
13 Rxc3 Qxa2 14 dxe6 fxe6 15 0-0 + of Spassky—Uitumen, Sochi 1966) 13 0-0 
(13 Re2 Qa3 14 dxe6 fxe6 15 0-0 is also +, Usov—Serebriansky, Kharkov 1961) 
13... Bxc3 14 Qd3 Nb6 15 Rxc3 0-0 16 dxe6 fxe6 17 Ra3, White was much 
better, C Hansen—Zsu. Polgar, Debrecen 1990. 


QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 


Semi-Tarrasch Variation 


1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Nfé 4 Nf3 c5 5 cxd5 Nxd5 6 e3 Nec6 
7 Bd3 cxd4(a) 8 exd4 Be7 9 0-0 0-0 


85 86 87 88 89 90 
10 Re1 
BiG itdiccsivnaecastaatajaei vuvteainaabtaceeweeuneg eee Nf6(r) 
11 BOS tis caheaseils cues bewaye fuveaseavbeaten a3 AB. iieeeeeeee Bg5 
Nce7(b) Qb6(n) b6 hé(w) 
12 Qd3(C) eiiiivsesckectavcenss Qb3 Be4. Bg5(s) Be3 
h6é(d) b6(j) Nce7(o) Bb7 Nb4 
13 Neb ei siedseek Bd2 Bxd5(k) Ne5 Bc2 Bb1 
Nxc3 Bd7(g) Nxd5(l) = g6 Nd5b(t) b6 
14 Qxc3 Bxd5(h) Nxd5 Bh6 Qd3 Qd2 
Nf5 exd5 Qxd5 Bg7(p) g6 Re&(x) 
15  Be3 Bf4 Qxd5 Bxg7 h4 a3 
a5(e) Be6 exd5 Kxg7 Bxg5 Nc6(y) 
16 Raci Be5 Bg5 Qd2 Nxg5(u) Qd3(z) 
a4(f) Nf5(i) Bxg5(m) Nf6(q) Nce7(v) Bb7(aa) 


(a) 7... Be7 without the preliminary exchange in the center is also possible. 
After 8 0-0 0-0 9 Nxd5 Qxd5 10 e4 Qh5 11 dxc5 Bxc5 the position is about 
equal, Keres-Tal, Zurich 1959. Another try is 9 a3 Nxc3 10 bxc3 b6 11 Bb2 
Bb7 12 Qe2 +, Psakhis—Sveshnikov, Sochi 1985, ° 


(b) 11... Qd6 12 Bg5 Bxg5 13 Nxg5 with a small edge for White, Kulhanek— 
Lechtynsky, Nachod Open 2006. 


(c) 12 Ne5 Bd7 13 Qh5 g6 14 Qh3 Bc6 15 Bh6 Bg7 was about =, Velimirovié— 
Matulovié, Yugoslavia 1995. 


(d) 12... g6 13 Bhé Bg7 14 Qd2 Nfé 15 Bc2 b6 16 Rad1 Bb7 17 Ne5 +, Winslow— 
Nur, New York 1993. 


(e) The older move is 15 ... Nxe3 16 Qxe3 Qb6 with a slight White plus. 


(f) The game Topalov—Karpov, Linares 1995 continued 17 Redi Nxe3 (Karpov 
suggests 17... Ra5 18 Nc4 Rb5 and calls it unclear} 18 Qxe3 Qb6 19 Ng4 =. 


(g) 13... b6 14 Ne5 Bb7 15 Qg3 + (Leskij). 


(h) White could also try 14 Ne5 Nxc3 15 Qxc3 Bc6 16 Bxc6 Bxe5 17 dxe5 Nc6 =, 
Li Chao—Wang Hao, Yerevan 2006. 


(i) 16 ...Nc6 would be slightly advantageous for White. After 16...Nf5 the 
game Jagupov—Legkij, Javaroniki 1995, continued 17 Bxf6 Qxf6 18 Rac1 Nd6 
19 Ne5 Rfd8 when 20 h3 would keep White’s edge. 
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(j) 12 ... Qb6 has been tried. The game Himmel—Podgaets, Dortmund 1993, con- 
tinued 13 Bxd5 Nxd5 14 Nxd5 exd5 15 Qxb6 axb6 16 Bd2 Bg4, Draw. 


(k) 13 Bf4 Bb7 14 Be5 Bc6 15 Rac1 Nxc3 16 Bxc6 Bxc6 17 Rxc3 Bxe5 18 dxe5 Nd4 
19 Nxd4 = and draw agreed in J. Polgar—Karpov, Vienna Millenium 1996. 


(1) 13 ... exd5 14 Bf4 Bg4 15 Ne5 + (Epishin). 
(m) 17 Nxg5 f6 18 Nf3 +, Sveshnikov—Epishin, Biel 1993. 


(n) In Gulko—Kaidanov, USA 1994, 11...Bd7 was tried. After 12 Bc2 Rc8 
(12... Nxc3 13 bxc3 Rc8 was better—Gulko) 13 Ne4 Be7 14 Qd3 g6 15 Bd2 
White held a plus. 10 years later at the 2004 U.S. Chp. Gulko—Becerra Rivero 
saw 11... Nxc3 12 bxc3 b6 13 h4 Bb7 14 Ng5 Bxg5 15 Bxg5 Qd6 16 Re3 =. 


(0) 12... Nxd4 13 Bxd5 exd5 14 Nxd5 Nxf3t 15 Qxf3 Qc6 16 Bd2 is + (Gulko). 
(p) 14... Rd8 15 Qf3 Qxd4 16 Radi +. 


(q) The game Gulko—Beliavsky, Groningen 1994 continued 17 Rad1 Rd8 18 Re3 
Bd7 19 Rf3 Neg8 20 g4 Be8 21 g5 Nh5 22 Na4 Qc7 (22 .. . Bxa4 23 Rxf7t Kh8 
24 Rxb7) 23 Nc5 Rab8 24 Qc3 Qe7, Now instead of Gulko’s 25 Nxf7, which led 
to a draw after further adventures, Gulko gives 25 d5!! Qxg5t 26 Kh1 Ngf6é 
27 Rgi Qh4 28 dxe6 Nxe4 29 exf7 Bxf7 30 Rxf7t Kg8 31 Qb3 Kh8 32 Rxh7t 
Kxh7 33 Qf7t and mate next. This would have been a logical end to the game. 


(r) Another move here is 10... Ncb4. After 11 Bb1 b6 12 a3 Nxc3 13 bxc3 Nd5 
14 Qd3 Nf6 15 Bg5 g6 16 Ne5 Bb7 17 Bh6 Re8 18 Qh3 White is definitely bet- 
ter, Adams—Seirawan, Wijk aan Zee 1991. 

(s) On 12 Bc2 Black should play 12 .. . Ba6 13 Bg5 Rc8, generating play around 
the weak light squares on the queenside. Dobrov—Chebortarev, Sochi 2005, 


saw 12 Bc2 Ba6 13 b4?!, but the crude play was repulsed after 13 .. . Bc4 
14 b5 Na5 15 Ne5 Rc8 16 Re3 Bd6 17 Rh3 Bxe5 18 Bxh7t Nxh7 19 Qh5 Bd3. 


(t) Less reliable is 13 .. . Ba6?! 14 Qd2 Rc8 15 Qf4 Nh5 16 Qg4 Bxg5 17 Qxh5 Bhé 
18 d5! exd5 19 Bf5 Rb8 20 Nxd5 Bc8 21 Bxc8 Rxc8 22 Radi and White is 
winning as there is no defense against Ne7, Johannessen—Carlsen, Norwegian 
Chp. 2005. 

(u) Here 16 hxg5 would leave the pawn vulnerable after 16 . .. Nxc3 17 bxc3 Na5 
with the threat .. . Bxf3. 

(v) After 17 Qf3 Nxc3 18 Qxb7 Ncd5 19 Qa6 Rc8 20 Be4 Rc7 it was roughly even 
in Salov—Beliavsky, Madrid. 


(w) 11... b612Qe2Bb7 13 Rad1 Nb4 14 Bb1 +, Bobotsov—Petrosian, Moscow 1967. 


(x) 14... Bb7 15 Bxh6é Bxf3 16 Bxg7 Kxg7 17 Qg5t Kh8 18 Qh6t Kgs 19 Red 
would end the game. 


(y) 15... Ncd5 16 Nxd5 exd5 (Both 16... Qxd5 and 16 . . . Nxd5 lead to similar 
sacrifices on h6) 17 Bxh6 gxh6 18 Qxh6 Ne4 19 Rxe4 dxe4 20 Bxe4 f5 21 Qg6t 
Kh8 22 Ne5 Rf8 23 Bxa8 wins—Karpov. 


(z) Here Karpov gives as a possible continuation 16 d5 Na5 17 Qc2 exd5 18 Bd4 
g6 19 Bxf6 Bxf6 20 Rxe8t Qxe8 21 Nxd5 with good attacking chances. 


(aa) Following 17 Ne4 Kf8 18 Bf4 Nd5 19 Bg3 Ba6 Black managed somehow to es- 
cape with a draw (after 50 more moves), Karpov—Beliavsky, Linares 1995. 
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QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 


Semi-Tarrasch Variation 


1 d4 d5 2 c4 eG 3 Nc3 Nfé 4 Nf3 c5 5 cxd5 Nxd5(a) 


91 92 93 94 95 96 
6 OB a cabie ue oa hatctels dclnetees tales e4 
Nc6 Nxc3 
7 Bc4 bxc3 
cxd4(b) ..... Nxc3 cxd4(i) 
8 exd4 bxc3 cxd4 
Be7 Be7 Nc6(j) 
9 0-0 0-0 BOS devsessseteteeweacsesceetiaseedaacauaves a3 
0-0 0-0 Bb4t ........b5 Be7 
10 + Rel Bd3(e) Bd2 TAG? ctevadece Bd3 Bd3 
Bf6(c) cxd4(f) Bxd2t Bb4t(n) Bb4t 0-0 
11 Ne4 exd4 Qxd2 Bd2 Bd2 e5 
b6 b6 0-0 Qa5(n) Qa5(q) ba(t) 
12 a3 Qc2 0-0 d5!(o) a3(r). Be4(u) 
Bb7 g6 b6(k) exd5 Bxd2t Bb7 
13 Qd3 Bh6é(g) Rad1(1) exd5 Qxd2 Qd3 


Nce7(d) Re8(h) Bb7(m) Ne7(p) Qxd2t(s) hé(v) 


(a) 5... exd5 is considered bad because of 6 Bg5 leading to unfavorable isolated 
queen pawn positions. 


(b) 7... Be7 8 Bxd5 exd5 9 dxc5 Be6 10 0-0 Bxc5 11 b3 0-0 12 Bb2 46 13 Na4 +, 
Larsen—Tal, match 1969. 


(c) (A) 10... b6 11 Nxd5 exd5 12 Bb5 Bd7 13 Qa4 was good for White in Botvin- 
nik—Alekhine, AVRO 1938. (B) 10... Nxc3 11 bxc3 b6 12 Bd3 Bb7 13 Qe2 
Nad 14 Ned Rc8 =, Larsen—Ribli, Las Palmas 1982. (C) 10 . .. Qd6 11 a3 Rd8 
12 Nb5 Qb8 13 Qe2 a6 14 Nc3 Nf6 15 Be3 b5 16 Ba2 b4 =, Pinter—Rausis, Gon- 
friville 2006. 


(d) 13...Re8 was played in Serper—Kaidanov, Groningen 1993, after which 
14 Neg5 g6 15 h4 would have given attacking chances, The column is Korch- 
noi—Oll, Groningen 1993, which continued 14 Bd2 Ng6 15 Neg5 Nde7, and 
now Korchnoi played the dubious 16 Rxe6?!, whereas 16 Rad1 would have 
been approximately equal. 


(e) 10 e4 cxd4 11 cxd4 b6 12 Bb2 Bb7 13 Qe2 Rc8 14 Racl Qdé6 15 d5 exd5 
16 Bxd5 Qhé6 =, F. Portisch—Grospeter, Zalakaros Open 2006. 


(f) 10... b6, refusing to exchange in the center, was played in Hjartarson—Polu- 
gaevsky, Groningen 1993. After 11 Bb2 Bb7 12 Qe2 Rc8 13 Rac1 cxd4 14 exd4 
(if 14 cxd4 Nb4 15 Bc4 Rxc4 16 Qxc4 Ba6 would equalize—Polugaevsky) 
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14... Bf6 15 Rfd1 Qd6é the position was balanced. Groningen 1993 was al- 
most like a theme tournament for this variation. 


(g) Eingorn suggests 13 h4 without placing the bishop on hé6 as a more effective 
attacking scheme. 


(h) After 14 h4 Bfé (14... Bf6 may be better) 15 Qd2 Bb7 16 Rfe1 Rc8 17 h5 Bxhé 
18 Qxh6 Qf6 19 Ng5 Qg7 20 Qxg7t Kxg7 21 h6ét Kg8 White had an edge in the 
ending, Eingorn—Alterman, Debrecen 1992. 


(i) Other moves here are: (A) 7... Nd7 8 Rb1 Qc7 9 Bd3 +, Vaganian—Gavrikov, 
USSR 1972. (B) 7... Be7 8 Bc4 Qa5 9 Bd2 0-0 10 0-0 b5 11 Bd3 Rd8 12 Qe2 
with attacking chances for White in Burgess—B.G. Christensen, Aarhus 1992. 


(j) 8... Bb4t 9 Bd2 will usually transpose back. If Black plays 9 . .. Qa5 10 Rb1 
Bxd2t (10 .... Nc6? 11 Rxb4) 11 Qxd2 Qxd2t 12 Kxd2 was +, Rubinstein— 
Schlecter, San Sebastian 1912. If Black attempts to avoid putting the knight on 
c6 it usually turns out poorly, e.g. 9... BxdZt 10 Qxd2 0-0 11 Bc4 b6 12 d5 
Ba6 13 Bxa6 Nxa6 14 d6 e5 15 0-0 was + in Moskalenko—Djurié, Holguino 
1989. 


(k) 12...Qd6 13 Rfdi Rd8 14 Raci Bd7 15 e5 Qe7 16 Qf4 +, Petrosian— 
Korchnoi, Il Giocco 1977. 


(1) (A) 13 d5 is interesting. After 13 ...Na5 14 Be2 exd5 15 exd5 Bg4 16 Qbé4 (in 
the game Karpov—Seirawan, Monaco 1993, 16 d6 Qf6 17 Rfd1 Rad8 18 Qd4 
Rfe8 led to nothing for White); now 16...Bd7 17 Nd4 and 16... Bh5 
17 Rad1 are both good for White, according to van der Vliet. (B) 13 Rfe1 Bb7 
14 de exd5 15 Bxd5 Na5 16 Rad1 Bxd5 17 Qb4 Re8 18 Rxd5 Qe7 =, Karpov— 
Zaw, Bali 2000. 


(m) 14 Rfel Rc8 15 Qf4 Na5 16 Bd3 Nc4 17 Rcl b5 18 d5 exd5 19 e5 led to a strong 
kingside attack for White in Mecking—Guillen Ramirez, Ayamonte 2000. 


(n) 10... a6 11 0-0 Be7 12 a4 b4 13 d5 is occasionally seen. van Wely—Ivanchuk, 
Melody Amber 1998, continued 13 ...Na5 14 Bf4 exd5 15 exd5 0-0 16 d6 Bfé 
17 Rb1 Bc3 with chances for both sides. 


(0) (A) 12 Bxb4 Qxb4t 13 Qd2 Bb7 14 a3 Qxd2t 15 Kxd2 a6 =, Portisch—Pinter, 
Hungary 1984. (B) 12 a4 Bxd2t 13 Qxd2 Qxd2t 14 Kxd2 bxa4 15 Rxa4 =, 
Pogorelov—Franco, Ibercaja 1994. 


(p) The game Adorjan—Farago, Hungary 1993, continued 14 0-0 Bxd2 15 Nxd2 
0-0 16 Nb3 Qd8 (16... Qb6 17 d6é Nc6 18 d7 +) 17 Bf3 Nfs 18 Qd3 +. 


(q) 11... a612 Rc1 Bxd2t 13 Qxd2 Bb7 14 0-0 0-0 +, Browne—Pinter, Las Palmas 
1982. 


(r) 12 d5!? Ne7 13 Rb1 Bxd2t 14 Qxd2 Qxd2+t 15 Kxd2 a6 16 dxe6 Bxe6 17 Nd4 
BxaZ 18 Ral Rd8 19 Ke3 gave White the edge in Tratar—Grosar, Bled 2002. 


(s) If 13... a6 then 14 a4 b4 15 0-0 0-0 16 d5 with a big advantage for White, 
Zaitov-Gutop, Moscow 1992. After 13 ... Qxd2t 14 Kxd2 a6 15 a4 White has 
a small positional advantage typical of this variation. 


(t) A recent approach to the position. Before 11 . . . £5 to defend the kingside was 
considered necessary. 
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(u) 12 Qc2 Bb7 13 Bxh7t Kh8 14 Be4 Nxd4 15 Nxd4 Qxd4 16 Bxb7 Qxe5t re- 
bounds in Black’s favor (Magem Badals). 


(v) The game Bareev—Magem Badals, Madrid 1994, went 14 Bd2 Qd7 15 0-0 Rfds 
with an approximately balanced position. 


QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED 
Semi-Tarrasch Variation 
1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Nfé 4 Nf3 c5 


97 98 99 100 101 102 
5 OXDS feces elias sated sans aeence pha atc aenb aes eine caeeaces Gacy e3(w) 
NXG5 vastecciae sce tccantinseese saveaaclsordetenn eyseeanne cxd4 Nc6 
6 3 Qxd4 a3 
Nc6(a)} Nxd5 a6(x) 
7 Bpe2 e4(q) b3 
Be7 (Db) sssasacasdassnivcivscatervede ieee cxd4 Nxc3 cxd4 
8 0-0 Nxd4 Qxc3 exd4 
0-0 Nxc3(n) Nc6 Be7 
9 NXdBvsrdcirvcase acs taane ds 5 e4 bxc3 Bb5 c5(y) 
exd5 Nb6(i)} Nxd4 Bd7(r) b6 
10 dxc5(c) dxc5(j) Qxd4 0-0(s) cxb6(z) 
Bxc5 Qxdi(k}) Qxd4 Qb6 Nd7 
11 Bg5 Rxd1 exd4 ~—S._ a(t) Bd3 
Qb6(d)...... Qd7 Bxc5 Bb4t(o) Qc5 a5 
12 Ne1i(e) Ne1(g) Bfa(l) Bd2 Qd3(u) Nb5 
hé(f) hé(h) f6(m) Bxd2t(p) .Qd6(v) Qxb6(aa) 


(a) (A) 6... exd4 7 Nxd5 Qxd5 8 Qxd4 Qb5 9 e4 Qh4t 10 Qxb4 Bxb4t=, Atalik— 
Korchnoi, Plovdiv 2003. : 


(b) 7...Nxc3 8 bxc3 cxd4 9 cxd4 Bb4t 10 Bd2 Be7 11 Bc3 0-0 12 0-0 Bd7 
13 Qd2, Gulko—Vaganian, Yerevan 1996; now 13... b5 (instead of Vaganian’s 
13... Re8) would have been about even. 


(c) 10 Be3 c4 11 b3 cxb3 12 Qxb3 Nad 13 Qd3 Nc4 14 Nd2 Nxe3 15 Qxe3 Be6 was 
about even in the game Murdzia—A. Greenfeld, Pardubice 1995. 


(d) 11...f6 12 Bd2 Bf5 13 Qb3 Bb6 14 Be3 Na5 15 Qc3 Bxe3 16 Qxe3 Re8 
17 Qc5, Kramnik—Kenghis, Riga 1995; now 17... Rc8 instead of Kenghis’s 
17... b6 would have held White to a small plus. 


(e) (A) 12 Rei d4 and now 13 Bf4 Bf 14 Be7 Qb5 15 Nd2 Bbé 16 Bxb6 axbé 
17 Nc4 draw was Kramnik—Anand, Linares 1994; or 13 Qc2 Bd6 14 Nd2 Be6 
15 Ne4 Be7 16 Bxe7 +, Illescas—Lautier, Dos Hermanas 1994; (B)12 Qxd5 Be6 
13 Qd2 hé 14 Bf4 Rfd8 15 Qc3 Rac8 is good play for the pawn (Parma). 


(f) 13 Bd2 Bf 14 Nd3 Bxd3 15 exd3 Rad8 16 Rb1 Ne5 17 Bc3 d4 18 Be1 Bb4 
19 f4 Bxel 20 fxe5 is a small edge for White, Schandorff—Adamski, Copen- 
hagen 2003. 


(g) 12 Qc2 Bb6 13 Rfdi h6 14 Bd2 Qg4 15 Bf ReB 16 h3 Qe6 17 Rel Qf6 =, 
Kindermann-Rustemov, Bundesliga 2001. 


(h) (A) 12...d4 13 Nd3 Bb6 14 Bd2 Qe7 15 Nf4 +, Kramnik—Anand, Monaco 
1995, (B) 12... h6 13 Bd2 Bb6 14 Nd3 Qd6 15 Bf4 Qf6é was =, WI. Schmidt- 
Greenfeld, Moscow 1994. 


(i) 9... Ndb4 is another line. After 10 d5 exd5 11 exd5 Na5 (11... Nd4is also 
playable) 12 a3 Na6 13 Bf4 Bd6 is chances for both sides, Pira—Gouret, Tarcy 
1991; 10 a3 cxd4 11 Nb5 Qb6 12 Nbxd4 e5 is also equal, Greenfeld—Gruenfeld, 
Tel Aviv 1991. 


(j) 10 d5 exd5 11 exd5 Nb4 12 Neil Bf6 13 Nd3 Bg4 14 Qxg4 Nxd3 = 
Yermolinsky—Dlugy, Washington D.C. 1991. 


(k) 10... Bxc5 11 Qe2 is another possibility, but the exchange of queens is the 
safest way to play. 


(1) White might consider 12 e5, trying to keep Black cramped. 


(m) After 13 Racl e5 14 Nbs exf4 15 Rxc5 fxg3 16 hxg3 Bg4 17 Rd2 Rad8 18 Nde, 
Korchnoi—Brunner, Zurich 1996; now 18... Ne5 is equal instead of 18... 
Bxf3 as played, which led to a small White edge. 


(n) 8...Ndb49 Nxc6 Qxd1it 10 Kxd1 Nxc6 11 Be3 Bd7 12 Re1 Be7 13 Ke2 0-0 
14 Rhd1 Rfd8 15 Kb1 +, Gelfand—Delchev, Moscow 2001. 


(0) 11... Bd612 0-0 Rb8 13 e4 0-0 (13 . .. Bd7 would restrict White to + [Kram- 
nik]) 14 e5 Be7 15 Be3 Bd7 16 Rfcl with a big advantage for White, 
Kramnik—Lautier, Horgen 1995. 


(p) 13 Kxd2 Ke7 14 Rhe1 Rd8 15 Re7t Rd7 was a small edge for White, Bischoff 
Ribli, Bundesliga 2001. 


(q) 7 Bg5 is interesting here: 7...f6 8 Nxd5 exd5 9 Bd2 Nc6 10 Qa4 Qb6 
(10. . .d4—Ruban) 11 Bc3 Bd7 unclear, Goldin—Ruban, Novosibirsk 1993. 


(r) 9... Qb6 10 Bxc6t Qxc6 11 Qxc6t bxc6 12 0-0 Be7 13 Be3 0-0 14 Rfcl =, 
Muresan-Savereide, Tiflis 1982. 


(s) 10 Bd2 Qb6 11 Be2 Bc5 12 0-00-0 =, Kachar—Pavlovichev, Podolsk 1991. 


(t) 11. Ba4 Qc5 (or 11... Qb4 12 Qxb4 Bxb4 13 Rd1 f6 =, Dukhov—Pavlovichev, 
Podolsk 1990) 12 Qd3 Qd6 =, Miles—Ribli, Baden-Baden 1981. 


(u) 12 Be3 Qxc3 13 bxc3 a6 14 Be2 Bd6 is even, Rohde-Ruban, Interpolis 1992. 


(v) 13 Qe2 Be7 (13... . a6 may be better) 14 b3 Qc7 15 Bb2 0-0 16 Rac1 =, Piket- 
Brodski, Wijk aan Zee 1995. 


(w) 5 Bg5 cxd4 6 Nxd4 (6 Qxd4 Be7 =) 6... e5 7 Nf3 d4 8 Nd5 Be7 (not 8... Nc6 
9 e4 Be7 10 Bxf6 Bxf6 11 b4 +, Euwe—Alekhine, Holland 1937; 8... Qa5t!?) 
9 Bxf6 Bxf6 =. 


(x) Alternatives are (A) 6...Ne4 7 Bd3 Nxc3 8 bxc3 Be7 =, or (B) 6... cxd4 
7 exd4 Be7 8 c5 Ne4 9 Qc2 Nxc3 10 Qxc3 a5 =, Ivkov—Suba, Sochi 1983. 


(y) 9 Be2 0-0 10 0-0 Ne4 11 Qce2 Nxc3 12 Qxc3 Bf6 13 Rd1 Ne7 14 c5 =, 
P. Littlewood—Thipsay, British Chp. 2002. 
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(z) 10 b4 bxc5 11 bxc5 (11 dxc5 e5 12 Na4 Bg4 is unclear—Gelfand) 11... Ne4 
12 Bd2 Bf6 with counterplay. 


(aa) The game Gelfand—Kramnik, Sanghi Nagar 1994, continued 13 Bf4 0-0 14 0-0 
Na7 (better is 14... Nf6 with a small disadvantage) 15 Nc7 Rb8 16 b4 Bb7 
17 bxa5 Qxa5 18 Qe2 e5?, now 19 Nxe5 Qxc7 20 Rac1 would be winning, 


TARRASCH DEFENSE 


1d4d5 2 c4e6 3 Nc3c5 


a 
7: 
FU ae 
mY, 
Y 
oly 


aga tl, 


HE TARRASCH DEFENSE gives Black immediate activity at the cost of an 
isolated pawn. Black obtains freedom of development and active 

piece play. Aggressive players have thought this to be good value, 
so the defense has been used many times by the masters of attack—Keres, 
Spassky, Kasparov, and others. The problem with the opening is that play 
may proceed quietly with exchanges lessening active possibilities for 
Black, so that he/she is slightly worse the whole game. This was Kas- 
parov’s experience in his 1984 match with Karpov and resulted in Kas- 
parov changing to another queen pawn defense. There has been no great 
champion of the opening since that time, but still it gets fairly regular use 
in grandmaster play. The defense rarely runs into any serious problems, so 
it could become very fashionable again if someone finds a few creative 
moves. What is very good for less experienced players is that Black takes 
a fair share of the center and develops all his/her pieces without trouble. 
There is less danger at the lower level that one’s opponent will exploit the 
minor weakening of squares the way that Karpov did. 

White’s play has become almost standard against the Tarrasch, as 
easily the most popular continuation is the Rubinstein Variation, 4 cxd5 
exd5 5 Nf3 Nc6 6 g3 Nf6 7 Bg2 Be7 8 0-0 0-0 (columns 1—12). White’s king- 
side fianchetto limits Black’s kingside attacking chances and the focus of 
the battle stays in the center. ‘ 

The main continuation is 9 Bg5 (columns 1-6), when 9... cxd4 
10 Nxd4 hé6 (columns 1—4) is the play typical for the opening—Black hav- 
ing an isolated d-pawn in an otherwise balanced and involved middle- 
game. Ninth-move alternatives for Black are seen in columns 5-6. 9... c4 
(column 5) reaches a less-known position with reasonable chances for 
Black. 

White’s other choices on move 9 constitute columns 7-12. 9 dxc5 
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(columns 7-8) is a positional approach in which White plays with two 
hopping knights. 9 b3 (columns 9-10) places the dark-squared bishop on 
a less aggressive post than 9 Bg5. 9 Be3 (columns 11—12) can surprise op- 
ponents, but Black is all right with proper play. 

More variety is seen is columns 13-18, where all other variations ex- 
cept the Rubinstein are covered. These have less theoretical punch, but 
lines like the Swedish Variation (column 13) and the Schara-von Hennig 
Gambit (column 18) have surprise and entertainment value. 


441 


TARRASCH DEFENSE 


1 d4.d5 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 c5 4 cxd5 exd5 5 Nf3 Nc6 
6 g3 Nfé 7 Bg2 Be7 8 0-0 0-0 9 Bg5 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
Pane CXS) cies wcaviicecianida tates ieee lane etes anaeieones C4 iacikeets Be6 
10 Nxd4 Ne5 dxc5 
h6(a) Be6 Bxc5 
11 Be3(b) 7 Nxc6(t) Re1(x) 
Re&(c) bxc6 Bb6 
12 ROD oa ied tieina ees vee QD3 veces Qa4(o) b3 b3 
Bfa(d)....... Bg4 Nad Bd7(p) Qa5(u) d4(y) 
13 Na4(e) h3 Qc2 Rad1(q) Na4 Ne4 
Bd7 Be6 Bg4 Nb4 Rad8(v) Qe7 
14 Nc5 Kh2(g) Nf5(k) - Qb3 e3 Nh4 
Bxc5 Qd7(h) Bb4(1) a5 c5 Kh8 
15 Rxc5 QaA(i) Bd4(m) a4(r) Bxf6 Bxf6 


Qe7(f) a6(j) Bxc3(n) Rc&(s) gxf6(w) gxf6(z) 


(a) 10... Re8 11 Rc1 h6 12 Bf4 Bg4 13 h3 Be6 14 Nxe6 fxe6 15 Qb3 +, Tukmakov— 
Barthel, Biel 1998. 


(b) 11 Bf4 Bg4 12 h3 Bhd 13 Nf5 Bg6 14 Nxe7t Qxe7 15 Nxd5 Nxd5 16 Qxd5 Rad8& 
17 Qc4 Nd4 =, Neverov—Eljanov, Ukrainian Chp. 2001. 


(c) 11... Bg4 12 Qa4 Qd7 13 Bxd5! Nxd4 14 Qxd4 wins a pawn, Khenkin- 
Manca, Lido 2003. 


(d) 12... Be6 13 Nxc6 bxc6 14 Na4 Qa5d 15 a3 +, Campos-Villavicencio, 
Benidorm 1989, 


(e) 13 a3 Bg4 14 h3 Be6 15 Nxc6 bxc6 16 Bd4 Nh7 17 Na4 Qd7 18 h4 Bfs =, 
Gelfand—Grischuk, Biel 2001. 


(f) 16 Qc1 Qed 17 Rd1i Qhs5 =, S. Ivanov—Lugovoi, Russia 2005. 


(g) 14 Qc2 Qd7 15 Nxe6 fxe6 16 Rfd1 led to a nota White advantage in 
Marin—Petursson, Greece 1987. 


(h) 14... Qa5d 15 Qa4 Qxa4 16 Nxa4 Bd7 17 Nc3 Nxd4 18 Bxd4 Bc6 19 e3 Ne4 
20 Rc2 is a slightly favorable ending for White, van Wely—Piket, Wijk aan Zee 
1992. 


(i) 15 Nxc6 bxc6 16 Na4 is also possible, but more promising is to keep the Black 
d-pawn isolated. 


(j) 16 Rfd1 b5 17 Qc2 Rac8 18 Nxe6 fxe6 with near equality, Timman—Bosch, Hil- 
versum 2006. 
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(k) 14 h3 Bd7 15 Rad1 Qc8 =, Vukié—-Novoselski, Yugoslavia 1984. 


(1) 14... Rc8 15 Nxe7t Rxe7 16 Rad1 Qe8 17 h3 Bh5 is just a bit better for White, 
Karpov—Kasparov, Moscow 1984. 


(m) 15 h3 Bxf5 16 Qxf5 Bxc3 17 bxc3 Nc4 (17... Rxe3 is possible here) was un- 
clear in Kouatly—Martin Gonzalez, Thessaloniki 1984. 


(n) 16 Bxc3 Rxe2 17 Qd3 Re8 18 Ne3 Be6 19 Qb4 b6 =, Vera—Akobian, Continen- 
tal Chp. 2005. 


(0) 12 Qc2 Bg4 13 Rfd1 Qd7 14 Nb3 Rad8 15 Rac1 Be6 =, Sandstrom—Brojtigem, 
Berlin 1985. 


(p) 12... Na5 13 Rad1 Nec4 14 Bc1is slightly better for White, Kirov-Makropoulos, 
Pernik 1981. 


(q) 13 Qb3 Nad 14 Qc2 Rc8 15 Rad1 Nc4 16 Bc1 Bb4 17 Nxd5 Nxd5 18 Bxd5 Qe7 
was murky in Chlong—Zolnierowicz, Berne 1991. 


(rt) Letting the pawn advance with 15 Rd4?! a4 16 Qd1 a3 allows Black excellent 
play, Beliavsky—Kasparov Moscow 1983. 


(s) The game Yusupov-TIllescas, Linares 1988, was about even after 16 Ndb5 Bc6 
17 Bd4 Bed. 


(t) 11 f4 Ng4 12 Bxe7 Nxe7 13 Qd2 Nxe5 14 fxe5 Qd7 15 Rf2 b5 16 e3 b4 and 
Black’s prospects on the queenside are more serious than White’s attack on 
the kingside and the center, Summermatter—Balashov, Lenk 1991. 


(u) 12... cxb3 13 axb3 h6 14 Bf4 Qb6 15 Qd3 a5 16 Rfci +, Sveshnikov~—Rogulj, 
Smederevska Palanka 1980. 


(v) This is an improvement on 13... Rfd8 14 e3 c5 15 Nxc5 Bxc5 16 dxc5 Qxc5 
17 Bxf6 gxf6 18 bxc4 dxc4 19 Bxa8 with advantage, Chernin—Marjanovié, 
Subotica 1987, Now there is no rook on a8 to take. 


(w) 16 Nxc5 Bxc5 17 dxc5 Qxc5 18 Qh5 Rac8 19 Qh6 +, Arlandi—Haag, Arco 
1999, 


(x) (A) 11 Na4 Be7 (11...Bb6 is playable, as in Tal—Keres, Yugoslavia 1959) 
12 Be3 Bg4 13 Rc1 Re8 =, Geller-Spassky, Riga 1965. (B) 11 Bxf6 Qxfé 
12 Nxd5 Qxb2 13 Nc7 Rad8 14 Qc1 Qxc1 15 Raxci is a slightly better ending 
for White, as seen in many games both recent and older. 


(y) 12... Re8 13 e3 Nb4, Now 14 Nd4h6 15 Bxf6 Qxf6 = was Rubenstein—Lasker, 
Berlin 1918. Korchnoi suggests 14 a3 Nc6 15 b4. 12... Rc8 13 Bxfé Qxfé 
14 Nxd5 Bxd5 15 Qxd5 Qxb2 16 Qd2 =. 


(z) After 16 Qd2 Ne5 17 Qhé6 Ng6 18 Qh5 Rad8 19 Nfs Bxf5 20 Qxf5 Kg7 21 a4, it 
was bad for Black in Korchnoi—Piket, Nijmegen 1993. 
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TARRASCH DEFENSE 


1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 c5 4 cxd5 exd5 5 Nf3 Nc6 
6 g3 Nfé 7 Bg2 Be7 8 0-0 0-0 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
9 (sb Cols ee eee DBs essch eras sialvereees tenes Be3(s) 
Bx .....55. d4 Ne4........5¢ Bg4(o) Ng4........0 c4(y) 
10 Bgd Na4 Bb2 dxc5 Bf4 7 Ned 
d4(a) Bf5(h) Bi6 Bxc5 “x Be6 Be6(z) 
11 Bxf6(b) Ne1(i) Na4 Bb2 dxc5(t) Nxc4 
Qxi6 Qd7 Re8 Re&(p) Bxc5(u) dxc4 
12 Nd5 Nd3 Re1 Rel Na4(v) d5 
Qd8(c) Rad8(j) b6 a6(q) Be7 Nxd5 
13 Nd2 Bd2 dxc5(m) Nxd5 Nd4 .Nxd5 
Re&(d) Bh3(k) Bxb2 ~ Bxf2t Nxd4 Bf6 
14 Re1(e) b4 Nxb2 Rxf2 Qxd4 Re1(aa) 
Bbé(f) Rfes Nb4!? Nxd5 Qa5(w) Bxb2 
15 Nc4 Nab2 a3 Ned Rac1 Rxc4 


Bg4(g) Bxg2(l) Na2(n) Nxe5(r) Rac8&(x) Ne7(bb) 


(a) 10... Be6 leads almost by force to a slightly better ending for White: 11 Bxf6 
Qxf6 12 Nxd5 Qxb2 13 Nc7 Rad8 14 Qcl Qxcl 15 Raxc1 Bb6 16 Nxe6 fxe6 
17 e3, Chesarsky—Damjanovié, Tel Aviv 1991. 


(b) 11 Ne4 Be7 is nothing for White while 11 Na4 Be7 12 Rc1 Be6 13 Bxf6 
Bxf6 14 Nc5 Qe7 15 Qa4 Bd5 16 Rfe1 Rad8 is fine for Black, Larsen—Granda 
Zuniga, Buenos Aires 1991. 


(c) 12... Qd6 13 Nd2 Bf5 14 Rel a6 15 Nc4 Qd8 16 Nf4 =, Donaldson—Fayvinov, 
Boston 2001. 


(d) 13...a614 Rc Ba7 15 Nb3 Qd6 +, Plachetka—Nunn, Skara 1980. 


(e) 14 Re1 Bg4 15 Nb3 Bb6 16 Re1 Ba5 17 Nxa5 Qxa5 18 b4 Nxb4 19 Qd2 Nc6 
20 Qxa5 Nxa5 21 Nc7 d3 =, Spraggett—Leski, San Francisco 1987. 


(f) 14... Bf8 15 Nb3 Bg4 16 Nxd4 Nxd4 17 Qxd4 Bxe2 18 Rfe1 +, Barlov— 
Dabetié, Yugoslavia 1994. 


(g) 16 Rel Ba5 17 Nxa5 Qxa5 18 b4 Nxb4 19 Qxd4 Nxds 20 Qxe4 Nf6 21 Qc4 
Rab8 =, Ghaem Maghami—Mamedyarov, Baku 2003. 


(h) Other reasonable moves here are: (A) 10... Be6 11 a3 Qd7 12 b4 Rad8 
13 Bd2 +, Geller—Enevoldsen, Moscow 1956. (B) 10 ...Bg4 11 a3 Ne4 12 b4 
Bfé 13 Bb2 +, Anetbaev—Itkis, USSR 1972. Not enough for the pawn in either 
case. 


(i) White has many choices here. (A) 11 Nh4 Bg4 12 a3 Nd5 13 Qb3 Be6 was good 
for Black in Fine—Vidmar, Hastings 1938. (B) 11 b4 d3 12 e3 Nxbé4 =, Eliskases— 
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Koch, Swinemunde 1936. (C) 11 Bd2 Ne4 12 Rc1 Bf6 13 b4 Re8 unclear, 
Sznapik—Nunn, Mexico 1977. 


(j) 12... Be4 is well possible. After 13 b4 Bxg2 14 Kxg2 b5 15 cxb6 Nxb4 there 
are chances for both sides, Calvia—Borik, West Germany 1984. 


(k) 13... Nd5!? was used in Ili¢—Marjanovi¢, Yugoslavia 1976. After 14 b4 Bf6é 
White should have played 15 b5 -, 


(1) The position is roughly equal, Vaisman—Urzica, Romania 1974. 


(m) Delaying this capture with 13 Re1 Ba6 14 dxc5 Bxb2 15 Nxb2 bxc5 16 Na4 c4 
17 Nd2 Qf6 is good for Black, Cherepkov—Novik, Leningrad 1991. 


(n) 16 Rc2 Ba6 17 Na4 b5 18 Qal bxa4 19 Qxa2 axb3 20 Qxb3 Bc4=, D. Gurevich— 
Christiansen, U.S. Chp. 2003. This line is risky though, so Black may prefer 
the safer 14... bxc5 which is also about equal. 


(o) After 9...Re8 10 Bb2 Bg4 11 dxc5 would transpose, but 11 Ne5 cxd4 
12 Nxc6 bxc6 13 Qxd4 Qa5d was excellent for Black in Pilardeau—Jablonska, 
World Junior 1991, 


(p) 11... Rc8 12 h3 Be6 13 e3 Qe7 14 Ne2 Rfd8 15 Nfd4 +, Uhlmann-Espig, 
Halle 1981. 


(q) (A) 12... Bb6 13 Na4 Qe7 14 e3 +, Uhlmann-Espig, East Germany 1976. 
(B) 12... Bf8 13 Na4 Rc8 14 a3 Ne4 +, Inkjov—Liverios, Plovdiv 1982, 


(r) 16 Qxd5 Qg5 17 Rcf1 Rad8 18 Qxb7 f6 19 Bxe5 Qxe5 20 e4 Bc8 21 Qc6 Rd6 
22 Qc1 Bb7 23 Qc4t Kh8 24 Rf5 Qe7 Black has compensation in an unclear 
struggle, Rivas Pastor—Fernandez Garcia, Torremolinos 1983. 


(s) 9 Bf4 Be6 10 dxc5 (10 Rc1 c4 11 Ne5 Qb6 12 e4 Nxe5 13 dxe5 Nxe4 14 Nxd5 
Bxd5 15 Qxd5 Ng5 is equal—Shamkovich) 10 . . . Bxc5 11 Rc1 Bb6 12 Na4 d4 
with chances for both sides, Lengyel—Quinones, Amsterdam 1964. 


(t) 11 Qa4 c4 12 Rad1 a6 13 e4 b5 14 Qc2 Nb4 15 Qe2 Nf6 16 Ned dxe4 17 d5 
Nbxd5 =, Yrjéla—H. Olafsson, Gausdal 1985. 


(u) 11... d4?! is bad after 12 Ne4 Bd5 13 Nd6 b6é 14 Nxd4 Bxg2 15 Kxg2 + 
Taimanov—Padevski, Havana 1964. 


(v) Alternatives are: (A) 12 Rc1 a6 13 Qd3 h6 14 h3 Nf6 =, Tal-Chandler, Yurmala 
1983. (B) 12 Nei Bd4 13 Nd3 Nf6 14 Rc1 hé 15 Na4 Ne4 was equal in 
Flohr—Lasker, Moscow 1935. (C) 12 Ng5!? Nf6 13 Rc1 Be7 14 Nxe6 fxe6 15 e4 
d4 16 Na4 e5 =, Granda Zuniga—Teixiera, Sao Paulo 2003. 


(w) Not 14... Bf6?! 15 Qb4 Rc8 16 Rad1 with a substantial White advantage, 
Darga—Wade, Havana 1964. Ly 


(x) 16 Nc3 Bc5 17 Qd2 Qb6 18 e3 d4 =, Agdestein—Petursson, Gausdal 1985. 


(y) 9...Bg4 10 Qa4 (10 dxc5 Bxf3 11 Bxf3 d4 12 Bxc6 dxe3 13 Bxb7 exf2t 
14 Kg2 Bc5 was unclear in Holz)—Barbero, Graz 1991) 10 ... Bxf3 11 Bxf3 c4 
12 b3 is good for White—Zlotnik. 


(z) 10... Bf5 11 Qa4 Nb4 12 Rfcl a6 13 Qd1 was + in Larsen—Ljubojevic, Manila 
1975; 10...h6 11 Qa4 a6 12 Nxc6 bxc6 13 Rb3 Rb8 14 Bf4 unclear, Schroll- 
Lendwal, Austria 1991. 
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(aa) Better than 14 Qd2 (Korchnoj—Carlsen, Smartfish 2004), when 14 ... Bxd5 
15 Bxd5 Bxb2! is equal. 


(bb) After 16 Nxe7+ Qxe7 17 Bc5 Qc7 18 Rc2 Rac8 19 Be4 Rfd8 20 Qb1 Qe5_ 
21 Rxb2 Rxc5 22 Bxh7t+ Kh8 23 Bd3 + in Tukmakov-—Szitas, Hix-les-Bains 
1991. 
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TARRASCH DEFENSE 


1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Ne3 c5 4 cxd5 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
OXCD see hie coos ars aeeieablee sce tiesthows la niesivee Neda eaatawed deuadede tiers cxd4 
5 NES sinc dee seek aes deoetineids AXCH. aces C4 ian deiheees e3 Qa4t(x) 
Nc6 d4 dxe4 Nc6 Bd7(y) 
G6 Paivieactns Bg5 Ne4(k) d5 Nf3 Qxd4 
c4 Be7(f) Ncé(1) £5(o) Nf6(s) exd5 
7 ~~ Bga2(a) Bxe7 Nf3 Bf4. Bbd(t) Qxd5 
Bb4 Ngxe7 Bf5(m) Bd6 Bd6 Nc6 
8 0-0 e3(g) Ng3 Bb5t(p) 0-0(u) e3 
Nge7 cxd4(h) Bg4 Kf7 0-0 Nfé 
9 e4(b) Nxd4 Qc2 Nh3 h3 Qd1 
0-0(c) Qb6(i) Nf6 Nf6 cxd4(v) Qb6 
10 exd5 Bb5 h3 Bc4(q) exd4 Be2 
Nxd5 0-0 d3 a6 hé Bb4. 
11 Nxd5(d) 0-0 Qxd3 a4 Rel Nf3 
Qxd5(e) Nxd4(j) Qxd3(n) _—s+h6(r) Qc7(w) 0-0(z) 


(a) The immediate 7 e4 dxe4 8 Ng5 Qxd4 9 Be3 Qxdit 10 Rxd1 h6 11 Nd5 Bb4t 
12 Nxb4 Nxb4 13 Nxe4 Nc2t 14 Kd2 Nxe3 led to equality in Zaitsev—Mikenas, 
USSR 1962. 


(b) 9 a3 Ba5 10 Ne5 (10 b4 Bb6! =, Balduan—Savchenko, Solingen 2005) 
10... 0-0 11 Bg5 h6 12 Bxe7 h6 12 Bxe7 Nxe7 =, Onischuk—Nadanian, 
Aeroflot Open 2002. 


(c) 9... dxe4 10 Nxe4 0-0 11 Qe2 Qd5 12 Be3 Ng6 13 Nh4 Qb5 14 Nxg6 hxg6 
15 a3 Be7 16 d5 +, Reshevsky—Stahlberg, Zurich 1953. 


(d) (A)11 Bg5 Qa5 12 Nxd5 Qxd5 13 Ne5 Qxd4 14 Nxc6 Qxd1 leads to an unclear 
ending—Kasparov. (B) 11 Ng5 Nf6 12 d5 Ne7 13 Qd4 Bxc3 14 Qxc3 h6 15 Ne4 
Nxe4 16 Bxe4 Nxd5 was about even in Magerramov—Lputian, USSR 1991. 


(e) After 12 Be3 Bf5 (12...Bg4 13 Ne5 Qxg2t 14 Kxg2 Bxd1 15 Nxc6 bxc6 
16 Rfxd1 +) 13 Ne5 Qb5 14 Qf3 Bd3 15 Nxd3 cxd3 16 Qd5 White was better 
in the game Becerra Rivero—Palao, Cuba 1995. 


(f) 6...f6 7 Be3 c4 8 g3 Bb4 9 Bg2 Nge7 10 0-0 0-0 11 Nel Bf5 12 Nc2 +, 
Lputian—Tseitlin, Gemersky Pohar 1991. 


(g) 8 dxc5 d4 9 Ne4 0-0 10 g3 Bf5 =, Nimzovich—Spielmann, Carlsbad 1907. 


(h) Some other moves here are: (A) 8...c4 9 Be2 Rb8 10 b3 Qa5 11 Rei b5 
12 bxc4 bxc4 =, Tal—Vera, Malaga 1981. (B) 8... Qb6 9 Bb5 0-0 10 0-0 Bg4 
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11 Bxc6 Qxc6 12 dxc5 Qxc5 13 Qd4 +, Geller—Aronin, USSR 1949. 
(C) 8... 0-0 9 dxc5 Qa5 10 Bb5 a6 11 Bxc6 bxc6 12 0-0 +, Szabo—Duckstein, 
Krems 1967. 


(i) 9... 0-0 10 Nxc6 bxc6 11 Be2 Be6 12 0-0 +, P, Nikolié—Kotronias, Kavala 
1985. 


(j) 12 Qxd4 Qxd4 13 exd4 Be6 =, Milos—Lima, Sao Paulo 2005. 


(k) The old line is 6 Na4 b5 7 cxb6 axb6 8 b3 Nf6 9 e3 Bd7 10 Qxd4 Nc6 11 Qb2 
Ne4 when Black has very active play for his material deficit (Kasparov). 


(l) 6... Qd5 7 Nd6t Bxd6 8 cxd6 Nc6 9 e3 + (Bareev). 
(m) 7... Bxc5 8 Nxc5 Qa5t 9 Bd2 Qxc5 is another reasonable plan for Black. 


(n) After 12 exd3 Bxf3 13 gxf3 Bxc5 the position is roughly equal, Bareev—Lobron, 
Dortmund 1995. 


(o) After 6... Nf6 7 Bg5 Be7 8 Bb5t Kf8 9 Nge2 a6 10 Ba4 b5 11 Bc2 Bb7 it was 
about even in Bronstein—Aronin, Moscow 1962. 


(p) Perhaps better is 8 Nh3 a6 9 Qa4t Bd7 10 Bb5 with almost enough compensa- 
tion for the pawn, Gerstner—Honsch, Bodensee 1998. 


(q) 10 Ng5t Kg6 11 Qd2 Bxf4 12 Qxf4 Nh5 13 Qe5 Qxg5 14 h4, B. Vladimirov— 
Pankratov, USSR 1957; now 14... Qf4 is clearly better for Black. 


(r) After 12 £3 exf3 13 Qxf3 Re8 14 Be2 b6 15 0-0 Ra7 16 Qg3 Bxf4 of Bronstein— 
Marjanovié, Kirkovan 1928, White doesn’t have enough for a pawn. ° 


(s) This position can come about by various move orders and from several 
openings. 


(t) 7 Be2 cxd4 8 Nxd4 Bd6 9 0-0 0-0 10 b3 Be5 11 Nxc6 bxc6 12 Bb2 Qd6 13 h3 
Qe6 14 Bf3 Ne4 =, Hansen—Leko, Wijk aan Zee 1994. 


(u) 8 dxc5 Bxc5 9 0-0 0-0 10 b3 Bg4 11 Bb2 Rc8 12 Rc1 Bd6 13 h3 Bhd 14 Be2 
Bb8 15 Nh4Qd6 16 g3 Bxe2 17 Nxe2 Qe6! with only a minute edge to White, 
Karpov—Lautier, Melody Amber 2000. 


(v) 9... Be6 10 dxc5 Bxc5 11 b3 + (Karpov). 


(w) Black has fair chances, The text is an improvement over 11... Bd7?! of Kar- 
pov—Morovié, Las Palmas 1994, which continued 12 Ne5 Rc8 13 a3 a6 14 Ba4 
b5 15 Bb3 Be6 16 Bc2 Qb6 17 Be3 Rc8 18 Ng4 Bxg4 19 hxg4 Bb8 20 Bid Rc7 
21 a4 b4 22 a5 Nxa5 23 Na4 Qd6 24 g3 Ra7 25 g5 hxg5 26 Bxg5 Nc6 27 Rc1 
Na5 28 Rc5 Nc4 29 b3 Na3 30 Kg2 Re7 31 Rhi Rde8 32 Rh8t Kxh8 33 Qhit 
Kg8 34 Bxf6 Qxg3t 35 fxg3 Re2t 36 Kh3 gxf6 37 Kg4 Resigns. A brilliant 
victory. é 


(x) 5 Qxd4 usually leads to the same position as the text, while avoiding 
5... Nc6 6 Qd1 cxd5 7 Qxd5 Beé. 


(y) 5... b5?! 6 Qxd4 Nc6 7 Qd2 cxd5 8 Qxd5 Bd7, Bareev—Ljubojevic, Linares 
1993; now 9 Bg5 Nf6 10 Bxf6 is + (Bareev). 


(z) 12 0-0 Rfd8 13 a3 +, Horvath—Giacometti, Porto San Giorgio 2004. 
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QUEEN’S GAMBIT ACCEPTED 


1 d4 d5 2 c4 dxc4 


Zs G Z 
“gl Vg FG 
a 


1 


HE MOST STRAIGHTFORWARD DEFENSE to a gambit is usually to accept the 
pawn and make the opponent prove the worth of the sacrifice. 

This, however, is not the plan behind accepting the Queen’s Gam- 
bit. Attempting to hold on to the pawn usually leads to trouble. Yet if 
Black uses the time White takes to recapture the pawn for development, 
then he/she can count on a safe journey through the opening stage. As op- 
posed to the King’s Gambit Accepted with its many sacrifices, the Queen’s 
Gambit Accepted is a safe and solid choice, albeit somewhat stodgy. 

The opening dates back to Damiano in 1512. In the early centuries 
Black would try to hold on to his/her booty, which left the opening a bad 
name, It took until the twentieth century for the modern concept behind 
2...dxc4 to come to the fore. Black plays for free development and to 
saddle White with an isolated d-pawn after...c5 and ...cxd4. Black’s 
“problem child” of the Queen’s Gambit Declined—the light-squared 
bishop—always finds an active post on g4 or b7 in the Queen’s Gambit Ac- 
cepted. 

The disadvantage of 2...dxc4 is that Black gives up the center. 
With nothing on d5 blocking the lines, White obtains active pieces and 
freedom of action. When the isolated pawn arises on d4, White often has 
good attacking chances as this pawn may threaten to advance, opening 
lines of attack. Yet this advance can also lead to wholesale exchanges, pro- 
ducing sterile equality. For particularly this reason, the Queen’s Gambit 
Accepted is considered a rather safe opening. 
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The main line is 3 Nf3 Nf6 4 e3 e6 5 Bxc4 cd 6 0-0 a6 7 Qe2 (columns 
1-6), see above diagram. White plans Rd1, Nc3, and e4 with aggressive 
play in the center. Black’s usual and best response is 7... b5 (columns 
1-5), gaining queenside space and preparing ... Bb7. By developing his 
pieces to flexible defensive squares Black should be able to stem the 
White initiative. It is only against 8 Bd3 (column 5) that Black should play 
an early ...cxd4, White obtains an isolated d-pawn after recapturing 
exd4, but also freedom of movement for his pieces and open lines. 

Alternatives to the Main Line should be considered by White:since 
Black’s defenses are holding up there. 7 a4 (column 7) prevents Black’s 
queenside expansion, but leaves a hole on b4, 7 e4 (column 8) is an inter- 
esting pawn offer that Black probably should decline. 6 Qe2 (column 10) 
prepares to play dxc5 without allowing the exchange of queens. This is at 
least a sharp continuation with attacking chances. 

The character of the game is different after 4...Bg4 (columns 
11-12). Black simply develops his pieces and prepares to reply with 

..e5 against a later e4. This may let White have extra space, though 
Black will soften up the central dark squares. 

Columns 13-14 cover 4 Nc3, in which White makes a true gambit out 
of the opening. Black needs to play very accurately against this. Third- 
move alternatives for Black are seen in columns 15-18. These offbeat Hinds 
take play into different types of territory, but they are risky. 

Third-move alternatives for White constitute columns 19—24. Of 
these, 3 e4 (columns 19-21), immediately advancing in the center, is the 
most dangerous. Column 24, 3 Nf3 Nf6 4 Qa4t, is similar to the Catalan. 
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QUEEN’S GAMBIT ACCEPTED 


Main Line 


1 d4 d5 2 c4 dxc4 3 Nf3 Nfé 4 e3 e6 5 Bxc4 c5 6 0-0 a6 7 Qe2 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
TiS D5 ais iecicarin lec cetwniidi isa Maserati deine tte cannes ae eanbouy eee Nc6 
8 BBB area ce cttene vikeeh tatu tate aaaat aeaveon tnaetan ns Bd3 Nc3(q) 
Bb7 cxd4 b5(r) 
9 ROD isieiee rita aioe eaeiit ie aeseseidcoes a4 exd4 Bb3 
Nbd7(a) b4(k) Be7(n) Bb7 
10 Nc3(b) Nbd2 a4 Rd1 
Qb8 ......... Qc7(f).....+. Bd6é Be7 bxa4 Qb6 
11 d5(c) e4 e4 a5(I) Rxa4 d5 
Nxd5(d) cxd4(g) cxd4 Nbd7 0-0 exd5 
12 Nxd5 Nxd4 Rxd4 Nc4 Nc3 Nxd5 
Bxd5 Nc5(h) Bc5 Qc7 Bb7 Nxd5 
13 Bxd5 Bg5 Rd3 Bd2 Rd1(o) Bxd5 
exd5 Bd6é Qc7 Bd5 a5 Be7 
14 Rxd5 Rac1 Be3 Rfc1 Bg5 e4 


Be7(e) Bxh2t (i) 0-0(j) Qb7(m) Nc6(p) 0-0(s) 


(a) (A) 9... Nc6 10 Nc3 transposes into column 6. (B) 9... Be7 10 Nc3 0-0 11 e4 
b4 (11... cxd4 12 Nxd4 Qc7 13 Bg5 +) 12 d5! bxc3 13 dxe6 Qb6 14 exf7t Kh8 
15 e5 Ne4 16 e6 Bf6 17 Ned! with heavy threats, Kir. Georgiev—Dlugy, Belfort 
1983. 


(b) The imaginative 10 e4 Bxe4 is better for Black after 11 Ng5 Bg6 12 d5 e5 
13 Ne6 Qbé6, but 11 d5 e5 12 Nxe5 Nxe5 13 Nc3 begins interesting complica- 
tions. Wieringa—De Graaf, corr. 1993, continued 13... c4 14 Nxe4 cxb3 15 d6 
Nxe4 16 Qxe4 Bxd6 17 Bg5 f6 18 Rxd6 Qxd6 19 Qxa8t Qd8 20 Qxa6 and now 
20... 0-0 21 Qxb5 Qd3 is equal. Black can also play 10... cxd4 11 e5 Bxf3 
12 gxf3 Nh5 =. 


(c) (A) The straightforward 11 e4 cxd4 12 Nxd4 Bd6 13 h3 0-0 is simply equal. 
More complicated is (B) 11 Ne5!? with the idea that 11... Nxe5 12 dxe5 Qxe5 
13 Nxb5! c4 14 Bxc4 axb5 15 Bxb5t is a very strong attack. Neishtadt’s 
11... Bd6 12 Nxd7 Nxd7 13 d5 exd5 is all right for Black. 


(d) 11... exd5 12 Nxd5 c4? 13 e4! threatens the devastating 14 Bf4. After 13... 
Bd6 14 Bc2 0-0 15 Nxf6t Nxf6 16 Bg5 White is clearly better. 


(e) 15 e4 Qb7 (15... Nb6 16 Rh5 0-0 17 e5 +) 16 Bg5 Nb6 (16. . . Bxg5 17 Rad1! 
is good) 17 Rad1 f6 18 Bf4 0-0! (better than 18 ... Nxd5 when White gains ac- 
tive play for the exchange—19 exd5 0-0 20 d6 Bd8 21 d7 Bc7 22 Qe6t Rf7 
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23 b4!.c4 24 Be3 c3 25 Ne1 Rd8 26 Bc5 +, Vaganian—Garcfa Palermo, Reggio 
Emilia 1992/93) 19 R5d2 Rfe8, Atalik-Topalov, Sarejevo 2001. 


(f) 10... Qb6 11 d5 exd5 12 Nxd5 Nxd5 13 Bxd5 Bxd5 14 Rxd5 Be7 15 e4 Qb7 
transposes into column 1. White can try 11 a4 c4 12 Be2 b4 13 a5 Qc7 14 Na4 
Rc8 15 e4 b3 16 Bb1 Qxad 17 e5 with a sharp game, Hoi-—Sadler, Yerevan Ol. 
1996. 


(g) 11... b4?! 12 Nd5 exd5 13 exd5t Be7 14 dxc5 +, Addison—Berliner, USA 
1962. 


(h) (A) 12... Be7 13 Bg5 b4 14 Na4 Qe5 15 Bxfé Nxf6 16 Nb6 Rd8 17 Ba4t + 
Keres—Smyslov, Candidates Tournament 1950, (B) 12... Bc5 13 Be3 Qe5 
14 Nf3 Qh5 15 Bxc5 Nxc5 16 Nxb5 0-0 17 Nd6 Bxe4 18 Nxe4 +, Olesen—Kish- 
nev, Copenhagen 1991, 


(i) 15 Kh1 Bed 16 Bxf6 gxf6 17 Ncxb5 Qe7! 18 Rxc5! Qxc5 19 Nxe6 fxe6 20 Qh5t 
Ke7 21 Bxe6! Kxe6 22 Qg4t Kf7 23 Rd7t Qe7 24 Qhst Kfs 25 Qhét Kf7 with 
equality after the complications, Christiansen—Anand, Las Palmas 1993. 


(j) 15 Rad1 Bxe3 16 Qxe3 Nc5 17 Rd4 Nxb3 =, The Baron vs. Shredder (comput- 
ers), 2005, 


(k) The text is safe, but Black may do better with the complicated 9... Nbd7 
10 axb5 axb5 11 Rxa8 Qxa8 12 Nc3 b4 13 Nb5 Qad (13... Bxf3 14 pxf3 Qb8 
15 £4 Be7 16 e4 +) 14 e4 cxd4! 15 Bf4 Bc5 +, Medic—Danielian, Bled Ol. 2002. 


(1) 11 Nc40-0 12 Rd1 Qc7 13 Bd2 Nbd7 =, Yusupov—Anand, Dortmund 1997. 
(m) 15 Ba4 0-0 16 Nfe5 Rfd8 =, Vladimirov—Sorokin, Dubai 2002. 


(n) A subtle mistake is 9... Bb7 10 a4 bxa4 11 Bc2! Be7 12 Bxa4t Nbd7 13 Ne5 
Rc8 14 d5! +, Endzelins—Szily, corr. 1959 (14... Bxd5 15 Nc3 00 16 Nxd5 
exd5 17 Nc6 wins the exchange). 


(o) 13 Ne5 allows the immediate 13 . . . Nc6! 14 Rd1 Nb4 15 Bb1 Rc8 covering the 
key defensive squares, Rashkovsky—Kaidanov, USSR 1986. 


(p) 15 Bxf6 Bxf6 16 Be4 Rb8 17 d5 exd5 18 Nxd5 g6! = , Dautov—Rublevsky, Bu- 
dapest 1996. 


(q) (A) 8 dxc5 Bxc5 9 e4 transposes into column 10. (B) 8 Rd1 b5! 9 dxc§ Qc7 
10 Bd3 Nb4 11 a4 bxa4 12 Rxa4 Rb8 13 Nc3 Bxc5 =. 


(r) A new idea is 8 .. . cxd4 9 Rd1 Na5! 10 Nxd4 Nxce4 =, Fomichenko—Korchnoi, 
Banyoles 2006. 


(s) 15 Be3 Rfd8 16 Rac1 Nb4! 17 Bxb7 Qxb7 18 a3 Rxdit 19 Nxd1 Nc6 =, 
Danilov—Narva, Tallinn 2002. 


QUEEN’S GAMBIT ACCEPTED 


1d4 d5 2 c4 dxc4 3 Nf Nf6 4 e3 
7 8 9 10 11 12 
OG ie hai Sek ens oo hacia lave Tok aden dd aes eens Bg4(q) 
5 Bxc4 Bxc4 
c5 e6 
Go OO ao te loied eer ee Qe2 h3 
AG sc Fit wie Tibeidewiaew uae Nc6(k) a6(m) Bh5 
7 ft ers eA(g) Qe2 dxc5 0-0(r) 
Nc6(a) b5(h) cxd4 Bxc5 Nbd7z........ a6 
8 Qe2 Bd3 Rd1 e4 Nc3 Nc3 
cxd4(b) Bb7 Be7 Nc6(n) Bd6(s) Nc6 
9 Rd1 e5(i) exd4 0-0 e4 Be2 
Be7 Nd5 0-0 Ng4(o) e5 Bd6 
10 exd4 a4 Nc3 e5 g4(t) b3 
0-0 c4 Nb4 Nd4 Bg6 0-0 
11 Nc3(c) Be4 Ne5 Nxd4 dxe5 Bb2 
Nd5(d) Be7 Bd7 Qxd4 Nxe5 Qe7 
12 Bd3(e) b3(j) a3 Nd2 Nxe5 Rel 


Ncb4(f) Nbd7 = Nbd5(I) Nxe5(p) Bxe5(u) Rfda(v) 


(a) It is poor to exchange on d4 before White moves any more pieces: 7 . . . cxd4?! 
8 exd4 Nc6 9 Nc3 Be7 10 Re1 0-0 11 Bg5 Nb4 12 Ne5 Bd7 13 Qb3 Bc6 14 Rad1 
with central pressure, Schandorff—Danielsen, Denmark 1987: 


(b) A good alternative is 8...Qc7 9 Nc3 Be7 10 Bd2 0-0 11 d5 exd5 12 Nxd5 
Nxd5 13 Bxd5 Bf6 with almost equality, Yusupov—van Wely, Siemans Masters 
2000. 


(c) 11 Bg5 Nd5 12 Bxe7 Ncxe7 13 Ne5 b6 14 a5 (14 Nd2 Bb7 15 Ne4 Rc8 =) 
14... Bb7 15 axb6 Qxhbé6 =, Petrosian—Kotov, USSR 1972, since 16 Nd7?! Qc6 
17 Nxf8 Nc3 favors Black. 


(d) 11...Nb4 12 Ne5 Bd7 (12...b6 13 Qf3 +) 13 Bg5 Rc8 14 Rei! Be8 
15 Rad1 +, Bareev—Ivanchuk, Linares 1994. 


(e) Black equalizes after both 12 Ne5 Nxc3 13 bxc3 Nxe5, and 12 Qe4 Nf6 13 Qh4 
Nd5. 


(f) 13 Bb1 b6 14 Ne5 Bb7 15 Ne4 Rc8 with chances for both sides, Savchenko— 
Lupor, Post Open 2005. 


(g) White has also retreated the bishop: (A) 7 Bb3 Nc6 (7 ... b5 8 a4 now weak- 
ens Black's queenside) 8 Qe2 cxd4 9 Rd1 Be7 10 exd4 Na5 11 Bc2 b5 12 Nc3 
Bb7 =, Illescas—Anand, match 1997; (B) 7 Bd3 Nc6 8 Nc3 cxd4 9 exd4 Be7 
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10 Bg5 (10 Ne5 Bd7 =) 10... 0-0 11 Rc1 Nb4 12 Bb1 Bd7 13 Ne5 Re8 14 Qb3 
bs 15 Rfd1 Nbd5 16 Nxd5 Nxd5 17 Rxc8 Bxc8 18 Nc6 Qd7 19 Qc2 g6 and 
Black has successfully defended, Atalik—Kofidis, Ikaria 1996. 


(h) Taking the e-pawn with 7... Nxe4 leads to a very sharp game after 8 Qe2 
Nf6 9 d5 b5 10 dxe6 bxc4 11 Rd1 with a strong attack for the bishop. White 
may choose a safer path—8 d5 Be7 9 dxe6 Bxe6 10 Qxd8t Bxd8 11 Bxe6 fxe6 
12 Re1 Nf6 13 Rxe6t with a pull in the endgame, Aleksandrov—Sadler, Koge 
1997, 


(i) 9 Bg5 Be7 10 Nbd2 h6 11 Bxf6 Bxf6 12 e5 Be7 13 Be4 Bxe4 14 Nxe4 cxd4 =, 
Loeffler—van den Doel, Bundesliga 2003. 


(j) This is better than 12 Nbd2 Nc6 13 Bb1 Na5 when Black has the upper hand, 
Summerscale-Reeflat, Edinburgh 2003. 


(k) Relieving the tension in the center with 6... cxd4 7 exd4 allows White an 
aggressive position, e.g., 7... Be7 8 Nc3 0-0 9 Bg5 Nbd7 10 Qe2 Nb6 11 Bb3 
Bd7 12 Rad1 Bc6 13 Ned with attacking chances, Botvinnik—Budo, Leningrad 
1938. 


(l) 13 Bg5 Bc6 14 Nxc6 bxc6 15 Rac1 a5 16 Na4 Nb6 17 Bb3 , I. Sokolov—Hiib- 
ner, Nuremberg 1994. 


(m) 6 ...cxd4 7 exd4 Nc6 8 0-0 Be7 9 Rd1 transposes into the previous column. 
Taking the d-pawn with 8... Nxd4?! 9 Nxd4 Qxd4 10 Rd1 allows White a 
dangerous lead in development. 


(n) 8... Qc7 9 e5 Ng4 10 0-0 Nxf2 11 Nc3!? Nd1t 12 Kh1 Nxc3 13 bxc3 leaves 
White attacking chances for the pawn, Jankovic~Borisek, Mitropa Cup 2006. 


(0) 9...b5 10 Bb3 Nd4 (10... e5 11 Be3 Qb6 12 Nc3 Bxe3 13 fxe3 0-0 14 Nd5 +, 
Nogueiras—Spraggett, Szirak 1986) 11 Nxd4 Qxd4 12 Be3! Qxe4 13 Nd2 Qfs 
14 g4 Qed 15 Nf3 Qe4 16 Ng5 Qc6 (16... Qe5 17 Qf3!) 17 Rac1 Bb7 18 £3 
Bxe3t 19 Qxe3 Qd6 20 Nxe6! fxe6 21 Bxe6 with a strong attack, Timman—Lau- 
tier, Spain 1997. 


(p) 13 Nb3 Qxc4 14 Qxe5 Bf8 15 Be3 f6 (or 15... Qd5 16 Qg3 Bd6 17 f4! with 
good play, Gelfand—Salov, Madrid 1996) 16 Qh5t g6 17 Qf3 (Neishtadt) with 
more than enough play for the pawn. 


(q) 4...g65 Bxc4 Bg7 6 0-0 0-0 7 Nc3 Nfd7 (playing like the Griinfeld Defense is 
best—7 .. . c5 8 d5 Bg4 9 e4 Nbd7 10 Be2 +) 8 Qe2 Nb6 9 Bb3 Nc6 10 Rd1 Bg4 
11 h3 Bxf3 12 Qxf3 +, Kramnik—Kamsky, Monaco 1996. 


(r) (A) 7 Qb3 Bxf3 8 gxf3 Nbd7! 9 Qxb7 c5 10 Nc3 cxd4 11 exd4 Bd6 with good 
play for the pawn, Toth—Sapi, Hungary 1966. (B) 7 Nc3 Nbd7 8 0-0 transposes 
into the column, but not 7 Nc3 Nc6?! 8 Bb5 +. 


(s) 8... Be7 is passive, allowing White to control the center after 9 Be2 0-0 10 e4 
Nb6 11 Be3 +, Panchenko—Moskalenko, Simferopol 1990. 


(t) 10 Be2 0-0 11 dxe5 Nxe5 12 Nd4 Bc5 13 Nb3 Qxd1 14 Bxd1 Bb6 =, Antunes— 
Miles, Wijk aan Zee 1996. 


(u) 13 £4! Qd4t 14 Qxd4 Bxd4t 15 Kh2 Bxc3 16 bxc3 Bxe4 17 g5 Bd5 (17... Nd7 
loses two bishops for a rook after 18 Re1 f5 19 gxf6 Nxf6 20 Bd3 Kf7 21 Rxe4) 
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18 Re1t Kfs8 19 Bb5 a6 20 Ba4 b5?! (in any case Black is under pressure) 
21 Ba3t Kg8 22 gxf6 bxa4 23 Red +, Atalik—Meins, Bad Wiesse 2003. 


(v) 13 Ne5! Bxe2 14 Nxc6 Bxd1 15 Nxe7+ Bxe7 16 Rfxd1 with an endgame ad- 
vantage (Taimanov). 


QUEEN’S GAMBIT ACCEPTED .« 


1 d4 d5 2 c4 dxc4 3 Nf3 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
NIG 2 seni toasieste eins: Coe eatttitesdeveves ied AB sieicseetsd b5 
4 Nc3 d5(k) e4(q) a4 
a6(a).......5. e6 NEG ......0008 e6(n) b5 c6 
5 e4(b) e4 Nc3 Nc3 a4 e3 
b5 Bb4(g) e6 Ne7(o) Bb7 e6(t) 
6 e5 e5(h) e4 e4 axb5 axb5 
Nd5 Nd5 exd5 exd5 axb5 cxb5 
7 a4(c) Bd2 e5 exd5 Rxa8 b3 
Nxc3(d) Nb6(i)} Nfd7 Nf5 Bxa8 Bb4t 
8  bxc3 Be2 Bg5(1) Bxc4 Nc3 Bdz2 
Qd5(e) Nc6 Be7 Nd6 e6(r) Bxd2t 
9 g3 Be3 Bxe7 0-0! Nxb5 Nbxd2 
Bb7 0-0 Qxe7 Be7 Bxe4 a5 
10 Bg2 Qce2 Nxd5 Rel Bxc4 bxc4 


Qd7(f) Be7(j) Qd8(m) 0-0(p) Nfé(s) b4(u) 


) 


(a) (A) 4... c6 transposes into the Slav Defense. (B) 4... c5 5 d5 transposes into 
column 15. White could also play 5 e4 cxd4 6 Qxd4 Qxd4 7 Nxd4 e5 8 Nbd5 
Kd8 9 Be3 Be6 10 Bxa7 Nbd7 ~. 


(b) Preventing 5 . . . b5 is safer, but less promising—5 a4 Nc6! 6 e4 (6 d5 Nb4 7 e4 
e6 =, or 6 e3 Nad 7 Ned e6 8 Nxc4 Nxc4 9 Bxc4 c5 =) 6... Bg4 7 Be3 e5 8 dxed 
(8 d5 Na5) 8... Nd7! 9 Bxc4 Ndxed and Black stands well (Euwe). « 


(c) 7 Ng5 e6 8 Qh5 Qd7 9 Be2 (9 Nxd5 exd5 10 e6 Qe7!) 9... Bb7 10 Bf3 g6 
11 Qg4 b4 12 Nce4 Nc6 13 Be3 h6 is a roughly equal position, Petursson— 
Zaltsman, Reykjavik 1984. 


(d) The alternatives are less promising. (A) 7... Bb7 8 e6! fxe6 9 Be2 Nxc3 
10 bxc3 Qd5 11 Ng5 Qxg2 12 Rf1 Bd5 13 axb5 a5 14 Bf4 +, Mamedyarov— 
Najer, Russia 2005. (B) 7... c6 8 axb5 Nxc3 9 bxc3 cxb5 10 Ng5 f6 11 Qf3 Ra7 
12 e6! Bb7 13 d5 Bxd5 14 Qe3 fxg5 15 Qxa7 g6 14 Bxg5 Bg7 (Grotnes—Mur- 
shed, Gausdal 1992) 17 Rd1! Bxc3t 18 Ke2 Qd6 19 Rxd5 Qxe6t 20 Qe3 wins. 
(C) 7...Nb4 8 Be2 BfS 9 OO Nc2 10 Ra2 Nb4 11 Ra3 Ne2 12 Nhé4 +. 
(D) 7...e6 8 axb5 Bb4 9 Qc2 Nb6 10 Qe4 Qd5 11 Qg4 axb5 12 Rxa8 Qxa8 13 
Bez! Nd5 14 Qxg7 Rf8 15 0-0 Bxc3 16 Ng5! Bb4 17 Bh5 Kd7 18 Nxh7 +, 
Sakaev—Harlov, Budapest 1996. 


(e) 8... Bb7 9 e6! £6 10 Be2 g6 11 0-0 Bg7 12 Nh4 Bd5 13 Bf3 +, Lobron—Raetsky, 
Cap d’Agde 1994. 


(f) 11 Ba3 g6 12 0-0 Bg7 13 Re1 with very good compensation for the pawn, 
Peralta—Granda Zuniga, Barcelona 2006. 


(g) 5...c5 6 Bxc4 cxd4 7 Nxd4 allows White quick development. Capablanca— 
Bogoljubow, Moscow 1925, continued 7... Bc5 8 Be3 Nbd7 9 Bxe6é!? fxe6 
10 Nxe6 Qa5?! (10...Qb6 11 Nxc5 Nxc5 12 0-0 4) 11 0-0 Bxe3 12 fxe3 Kf7 
13 Qb3 Kg6 14 Rf5 with a strong attack. 


(h) 6 Bg5 transposes into the Vienna Variation of the Queen’s Gambit Declined. 
After 6...c5 7 Bxc4 cxd4 8 Nxd4 Bxc3t 9 bxc3 Qa5 10 Bb5t Bd7 11 Bxfé 
gxf6 12 Qb3 a6 13 Be2 Nc6 14 0-0 White has a small plus, Lobron—Brunner, 
Germany 1994. 


(i) 7... Bxc3 8 bxc3 b5 9 a4 c6 10 Ng5 allows White excellent play forthe pawn, 
Keres—Apschenek, Kemeri 1937. 


(j) 11 a3 Na5 12 Rd1 Nd5 13 Bci Bd7 with chances for both sides, Schroll— 
Rabiega, Austrian League 2004. 


(k) (A) 4 e3 cxd4 5 Bxc4 (5 exd4 Qc7 =) 5... Qc7 6 Qb3 e6 7 exd4 Nc6 8 0-0 a6 =, 
Wojtkiewicz—Baburin, San Francisco 1997. (B) 4 e4cxd4 5 Qxd4 Qxd4 6 Nxd4 
Bd7 7 Bxc4 Nc6é 8 Nxc6 Bxc6 9 f3 e6 10 Be3 Nf6 11 Nd2 is just a tiny White 
edge, Portisch-Seirawan, Reykjavik 1991. 


() 8 Qxd5 Nb6! 9 Qxd8t Kxd8 10 Bg5t Be7 11 0-0-0+ Ke8 12 Nb5 Na6 13 Bxe7 
Kxe7 =, Torre—Seirawan, London 1984. 


(m) 11 Bxc4 Nc6 12 Qe2 Qa5t (12... Nb6 13 Nxb6 +) 13 b4 Nxbé4 (13... cxb4?! 
14 e6!) 14 0-0 +, Halkias—Szymczak, Amsterdam 2006. 


(n) 4...b5 5 e4 Nf6 6 a4! Nxe4 7 axb5 Nd6 8 Nc3 +, Marshall—Gunsberg, 
Hanover 1902. 


(0) 5... exd5 6 Qxd5 Qxd5 7 Nxd5 Bdé 8 Nd2! Ne7 9 Nxc4 Nxd5 10 Nxd6t Ke7 
11 Nxc8t Rxc8 12 g3! Nb4 13 Bh3 Rd8 14 0-0 N&c6 15 Bg5t f6 16 Be3 leaves 
White a favorable ending, Salov—Seirawan, Wijk aan Zee 1992. 


(p) 11 Bfl Bg4 12 h3 Bxf3 13 Qxf3 +, Wojtaszek—Lima, Turin Ol. 2006. 


(q) Also reasonable is 4 e3 Bg4 (4... b5 5 b3 +) 5 Bxc4 e6 6 Qb3 Bxf3 7 pxf3 b5 
8 Be2 Nd7 9 a4 +, Botvinnik-Smyslov, World Chp. 1954. 


(r) Not 8... b4? 9 Qa4t. Reasonable is 8... c6 9 Bg5 hé 10 Bh4 Qbé 11 Bez e6 
12 0-0 Be7 when chances are about equal. 


(s) 11 0-0 c6 12 Nc3 Bg6 13 Re1 Qc7 with almost even chances, Jansen—Struik, 
Nijmegen 2001. 


(t) 5. ..a6? 6 axb5 cxbs 7 b3 cxb3 8 Bxb5t wins back the pawn with a tremen- 
dous position. 


(u) 11 Bd3 Nf6 12 g4 Bb7 13 g5 Nfd7 14 Ne4 Qc7 15 c5 0-0 16 Rg + (Neishtadt). 


QUEEN’S GAMBIT ACCEPTED  : 
Third-Move Alternatives for White 
1d4d5 2 c4 dxc4 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
3 C4 i octet ents Sea saae eens takes wereuer te 08 saveceakeeee NG3......038- Nf3 
OD esisisessies Nf6.......... Nc6(j) e5(m) a6(q) Nf6é 
4 Nf3 e5(f) Be3(k) Bxc4 e4 Qa4t 
exd4(a) Nd5 Nfé exd4 b5 c6(t) 
5 Bxc4 Bxc4 f3 exd4 a4 Qxc4 
Bb4t(b) Nb6 e5 Nf6 b4 Bf5 
6 Nbd2(c) Bb3(g) d5 Nf3(n) Na2 Nc3 
Nc6 Nc6 Nd4! Be7 Bb7(r) e6 
7 00 Ne2(h) — Bxd4 Ne3 £3 g3. 
Nf6é Bf5 exd4 0-0 Nc6! Nbd7 
8 5 Nbc3 Qxd4 h3(o) d5 Bg2 
Nd5 e6 c6 Nbd7 Nad Be7 
9 Nb3 0-0 Nc3 0-0 Bd2 0-0 
Nb6 Qd7 cxd5 Nb6 e6 0-0 
10 Bg5(d) a3 0-0-0 Bb3 dxe6 e3 
Be7(e) Be7(i) Bb4(l) c6(p) fxe6(s) Ne4(u) 


(a) 4... Bb4t 5 Bd2 Bxd2t 6 Qxd2 exd4 7 Qxd4 Nf6 8 Qxd8t Kxd8 9 Nc3 Be6 
10 Nd4 Ke7 11 Nxe6 fxe6 12 Bxc4 Rd8 13 £3 leaves White just a tad better in 
the endgame, Karpov—Ivanchuk, Roquebrune 1992. 5 Nbd2 exd4 6 Bxc4 trans- 
poses back into the column. \ 


(b) 5... Nc6 6 0-0 Be6 7 Bxe6 fxe6 8 Qb3 Qd7 9 Qxb7 Rb8 10 Qa6 Nf6 is a sharp 
alternative; van Wely—Sutovsky, Holland 1997, continued 11 Nbd2 Bb4 
12 Nc4 0-0 13 a3 Bc5 14 b4 Nxe4! intending to meet 15 bxc5 with 15... Rxf3 
16 pxf3 Nxc5. 


(c) 6 Bd2 Bxd2t 7 Nbxd2 Nc6 8 0-0 Qf6 9 b4 Nge7 10 b5 Ne5 11 Nxe5 Qxed 
12 £4 +, Aronian—Bacrot, Spain 2006. 


(d) 10 BbS Qd5! 11 Nbxd4 0-0 12 Bxc6 bxc6 13 Qc2 c5 =, Bologan-Rublevsky, 
Aerosvit 2006. 


(e) 11 Bxe7 Qxe7 (11... Nxe7 12 Bd3 Ng6 13 Nfxd4 Nf4 14 Bb5t c6 15 Qf! +, 
Ftacnik—C. Hansen, Yerevan Ol]. 1996) 12 Bb5 Bd7 13 Bxc6 Bxc6 14 Nfxd4 is 
a bit better for White, Dreev—T. Christensen, Rethymon 2003. 


(f) 4 Nc3 is met by 4... 65 5 Nf3 exd4 6 Qxd4 Qxd4 7 Nxd4 Bc5 8 Ndb5 Na6 =, 
Azmaiparashvili—Petrosian, USSR Chp. 1983. 
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(g) 6 Bd3 Ncé 7 Ne2 (7 Be3 Nb4 8 Be4 f5 9 exf6 exf6 10 Nc3 f5 ~) 7... Bg4 
8 {3 Be6 9 Nbc3 Bc4! 10 Bxc4 Nxc4 11 Qb3 Nbé6 12 e6 fxe6 13 Be3 Qd7 =, 
Khalifman—Karjakin, Aeroflot Open 2004. 


(h) 7 Nf3 Bg4 8 Bxf7+ Kxf7 9 Ng5t Ke8 10 Qxe4 Qxd4 11 Qe2 Qxe5 12 Be3 Nd5 
13 Nf3 Qf5 14 0-0 Rd8 15 Nc3 e6 16 Rfe1 Be7 with only a minute edge to 
White, Seirawan—Speelman, match 1988. 


(i) 11 Be3 0-0-0 12 Qc1 f6 13 exf6 Bxf6 =, Karpov—Shirov, Corsica 2003. 


(j) (A) 3...c5 4 d5 e6 5 Bxc4 Nf6 6 Nc3 exd5 7 Nxd5! Nxd5 8 Bxd5 Be7 9 Nf3 
0-0 10 0-0 Qbé 11 Be3 Na6 12 Ned +, Milov—Afek, Budapest 1993. (B) 3... b5 
4 a4 c6 5 b3! Nf6 6 e5 Nd5 7 axb5 cxb5 8 bxc4 +, Herndl—Z. Almasi, Vienna 
1996. 


(k) (A) 4 d5 Ne5 5 Bf4 Ng6 6 Bg3 e5 7 Nf3 Bd6 8 Bxcé4 a6 =. (B) 4 Nf3 Bg4 5 Bxc4 
e6 6 Bb5 Nge7 7 Nbd2 a6 8 Be2 Ng6 9 h3 Bxf3 10 Nxf3 Nh4 =, Ward—Sadler, 
Isle of Man 1994. 


(1) 11 Bxe4 Bxe3 12 bxc3 0-0 13 exd5 b5 14 Bb3 Qd6 with compensation for the 
pawn, Balogh—Gruns, Mitropa Cup 2000. 


(m) (A) Black can transpose into the main lines with 3... Nf6 4 Bxc4 e6 5 Nf3 c5. 
(B) Holding the pawn with 3... b5? 4 a4 c6 5 axb5 exbs 6 Qf3! would lose a 
piece. 

(n) 6 Qb3 attacks f7, but Black can counter with 6... Qe7+t 7 Ne2 Qb4t 8 Nbc3 
Qxb3 9 Bxb3 Bd6é =, 


(0) 8 0-0 Bg4 9 h3 Bhd 10 g4 Bg6 11 Ned c5 12 Be3 cxd4 13 Qxd4 is also a White 
edge as he/she gains the bishop pair. 


(p) 11 Rel Nfd5 12 Ne4 BfS 13 Ned Nd7 14 Qf3 +, Karpov-Timman, Amsterdam 
1991, 


(q) 3... e5 4 e3 exd4 5 exd4 Nf6 6 Bxc4 Be7 7 Nf3 transposes into the previous 
column. 


(r) 6...e6 7 Bxc4 Bb7 8 [3 c5 9 Ne2 cxd4 10 Nxd4 Bd6 11 Be3 Ne7 12 Qd2 +, 
I. Sokolov—Kramnik, Pamplona 1994. 


(s) 11 Bxb4 Bxb4t 12 Nxb4 Qh4t 13 g3 Qe7 F, Alterman—Bykhovsky, Israel 1994. 


(t) (A)4...Nc6 5 Nc3 Nd5 6 e4! Nb6 7 Qd1 Bg4 8 d5 Ne5 9 Bf4 Bxf3 10 gxf3 Qd6 
11 Bg3 g5 12 h4 +, Engvuist—Sadler, Isle of Man 1995. (B) 4... Nbd7 5 Nc3 e6 
6e4 +. 


(u) 11 Qe2 Nxc3 12 bxc3 Be4 13 c4 c5 14 Rd1 Qce7 15 Bb2 Nb6 16 Raci Bf6 17 Bfi 
Na4 with chances for both sides, Akopian—Shirov, Wijk aan Zee 1993. 
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N THE LAST DECADE THE SLAV AND SEMI-SLAV have probably become the 
most popular (and respected) defense to the queen pawn. The 

opening pervades the games of the top grandmasters, mostly due 
to the soundness of the Slav setup. The other appealing factor is the excit- 
ing positions that can arise from the gambit or sacrificial variations. 

The strategic idea behind 2... c6 is to support the center without 
hemming in Black’s “problem child” of the Queen’s Gambit Declined— 
the light-squared bishop. There is a second idea behind 2... c6 that 
seems to conflict with the first. That is to be able to support the advance 

.. b5 after a later. . . dxc4. This would either guard the pawn on c4 or at- 
tack the piece that has captured it, winning a tempo for queenside expan- 
sion. Though this entails giving up the d5 strongpoint, the counterpy on 
the queenside provides Black activity and space. 

The Slav/Semi-Slav is a relatively recent addition to Black’s queen 
pawn defenses. It was originated by Alapin a century ago and came into 
prominence during the 1935-37 World Championship matches between 
Alekhine and Euwe. It has remained popular since, and today it is used by 
many rising stars. Its leading exponent is Anand, though almost all the top 
players have tried the defense at least once. , 

There are many systems in this opening, so "for reference we have 
broken them into five groups: (1) Semi-Slav—Meran Variation, (2) Semi- 
Slav—Various, (3) Semi-Slav—Anti-Meran, (4) Slav (proper), (5) Sundry 
Lines and Slav Exchange Variation. 
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(1) The SEMI-SLAV—MERAN VARIATION (columns 1—30) is 3 Nf3 Nf6é 
4 Nc3 e6 5 e3 Nbd7 6 Bd3 dxc4 7 Bxc4 b5 (see above diagram). Black shuts 
in his queen’s bishop with 4... e6, but it quickly finds an outlet on b7. As 
c6-c5 is part of Black’s queenside plans, the bishop will be happy on b7. 
Sharp and critical variations arise after 8 Bd3 a6 9 e4 c5 10 e5 cxd4 11 Nxb5 
(columns 1-12), Columns 1—4 show the natural responses 11... axb5 
(columns 1—2) and 11... Ng4 (columns-3—4), which seem from recent play 
to lead to equality. Columns 5—12 investigate the continuation 11... Nxe5 
12 Nxe5 axb5, when White has the choice of 13 Qf3 (columns 5-6), 13 0-0 
(columns 7-10), or recapturing on b5 (columns 11-12). Black seems to hold 
his own here as well. Equally critical is the Reynolds Variation, 10 d5 
(columns 13—24), named after the man who analyzed the variation in Chess, 
England 1939. Black can make the game more closed with 10... e5 
(columns 13—15), but probably better chances come from the dynamic con- 
tinuation 10 ...c4 11 dxe6, when, instead of 11... cxd3 (columns 16-18), 
Black keeps the game in flux with 11... fxe6 12 Bc2 Qc7 (columns 19-22) 
or 12... Bb7 (columns 23—24), Less common lines in the Meran are cov- 
ered in columns 25-30. These are the alternatives to 8...a6—8... Bb7 
(columns 25-26) and 8... b4 (columns 27—28)}—and the other retreats of 
White’s bishop, 8 Bb3 (column 29) and 8 Be2 (column 30). 

(2) SemI-SLAV Various (columns 31-36) are the choices to avoid the 
Meran Variation. In columns 31-32 Black eschews an early .. . dxc4, in- 
stead developing the kingside. 6... Bb4 (column 31) is the Romih Varia- 
tion used by Larry Evans in the 1950s and 60s. 6‘Qc2 (columns 33-36) 
sidesteps the long variations arising after 6 Bd3, but Black’s chances are 
no worse with accurate response. 

(3) The SEMI-SLAV—ANTI-MERAN, 5 Bg5 dxc4 6 e4 b5 7 5 h6 8 Bh4 g5 
(columns 41-48), is a complex, involved, tactical variation with attacks 
and counterattacks (those wishing to avoid this should look at the side- 
lines in columns 37-40). It was popularized by Botvinnik’s famous game 
against Denker in the 1945 radio match USSR vs. USA, but remains highly 
topical today, with brilliant victories from both sides. Current theory gives 
the edge to White if he is very well prepared and makes no mistakes. 
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(4) The Stav (proper) is 3 Nf3 Nf6 4 Nc3 dxc4 (columns 49-50, 
61-66), see above diagram. White has an unclear sideline in 5 e3 (column 
49) and a risky gambit with 5 e4 b5 (columns 50-51), but the usual re- 
sponse is 5 a4, preventing ...b5. Black shows the point of his second 
move by developing the queen’s bishop. Interesting alternatives are cov- 
ered in columns 52—54 where the bishop develops to g4. 

The newest fashion is for Black to play 4... a6 (columns 55-60), for 
which a whole new set of columns has been included in this edition. Here 
the theory is new and hence quickly changing. For the moment White has 
several reasonable plans to try for the advantage. 

The main line is 5...BfS (columns 61-66), preventing e2-e4. 
White’s choice on move six is between the aggressive and tactical 6 Ne5 
(columns 61-63) leading to sharp, combinative play, or the simple 6 e3 
and 7 Bxc4 trying to make the spatial advantage count. Black’s chances are 
reasonable in either case. , 

(5) Sundry lines in columns 67-69 are the simple 3 Nf3 Nf6 4 e3 (col- 
umn 67) and two sharp lines arising from the move order 3 Nc3 e6. The 
first is the Marshall Gambit 4 e4 dxe4 5 Nxe4 Bb4t 6 Bd2 Qxd4 (column 
68), leaving White with activity for the pawn. The second is the position- 
ally complex Abrahams-Noteboom Variation (column 69), in which Black 
gets two connected passed queenside pawns against White’s central 
pawns. 

The SLAV EXCHANGE VARIATION, 3 cxd5 cxd5 4 Nc3 Nf6 (columns 
70—72), is known as a safe continuation usually leading to a draw, but 
Black must play accurately as lack of caution lands him in serious trouble. 
Players seeking to win with Black at all costs should avoid this variation 
and use the move order 2... e6 witha later... c6 to arrive at the Semi- 
Slav variations. 
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SEMI-SLAV DEFENSE 


1 d4 d5 2 c4c6 3 Nf Nf6 4 Nc3 e6 5 e3 Nbd7 6 Bd3 dxc4 
7 Bxc4 b5 8 Bd3 a6 9 e4 c5 10 e5 cxd4 11 Nxb5 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
OXDB is ici cansawetevedeb eis NG4 ieticncdscasccdiewn tees Nxe5 
12 ~—exf6 Nbxd4 ...... Qa4 Nxe5 
gxi6 Bb4t Bb7!(j) axb5 
13 0-0 Bd2 Nbxd4 Qf3(n) 
Qb6 ......... Bb7 Bxd2t  Qb6 Bb4t........ Qast 
14 Be4(a) Nxd4 Qxd2 0-0 Ke2(o) Ke2 
Bb7 Rg8 Bb7 Bcd Rb8 Bd6é 
15 Bxb7 £3(e) Rdi(h) h3(k) Qg3(p) Qc6t(r) 
Qxb7 Bcd 0-0 Bxf3 Qd6 Ke7 
16 Nxd4 Be3 0-0 hxg4 Nf3 Bd2 
Rg8 Rg5(f) Ngxe5 Bd5 Qxg3 b4 
17. —- £3(b) Nc2 Be2 Nf3(l) hxg3 Qxd6t 
Ne5(c) Qb6 Qb6 Qb7 Bd6é Kxd6 
18 Qe2 Qe2 b3 Qf4 Bf Nc4t 


Bc5(d) 0-0-0(g) Nxf3t(i)  0-0(m) Bxf4(q) Kd7(s) 


(a) White should consider 14 Qe2 Ba6 (14... b4 15 Rd1 Bcd 16 Bf4h5 17 Bg3 Res 
18 Nd2 +, Lugovoi—Vitiugov, 2005) 15 a4 Bg7 16 a5 Qd8 17 Qe4 Rd8 18 Qg4 
Kf8 19 Bf4 Ne5 20 Qh5 Rc8 =, Dreev—Bareev, Russian Superfinal 2005. 


(b) 17 Qf3 Qxf3 18 Nxf3 Rg4 19 b3 Rc8 20 Be3 Ba3 21 Nd4 Rc5 =, Santos— 
Rodriquez Guerrero, Capelle la Grande 2006. 


(c) 17... Bc5 18 Be3 Ne5 19 Qe2 Qa6 20 Rfd1, van der Sterren—Shirov, Germany 
1995; now 20... Rd8 21 Nce2 Bxe3t 22 Nxe3 Nc4 23 Rxd8t Kxd8 is equal. 
White could try 18 Khi Ne5?! 19 Nb3, sidestepping this line, so the column 
move is recommended. 


(d) 19 Be3 Rd8& 20 Rad1 Nec4 21 Bf2 Qb6 22 b3 Bxd4 23 bxc4 bxc4 =, Kamsky— 
Kramnik, Linares 1994. 


(e) Also reasonable is 15 g3 Ne5 16 Bxb5t Ke7 17 Be3 Qd5 18 f3 f5 19 Be2 Bg7 
20 Qd2 Ra4 21 Rad1 with a slight pull, Riemersma—Serper, Tilburg 1994. 


(f} 16... Qb6 17 Bxb5 Rd8 18 Qb3 Rg5 19 Ba4 Qxb3 20 axb3 (20 Bxb3 Nb6 with 
counterplay) 20... Ke7 21 Rac1 =, since 21... Nb6? loses to 22 Nc6t Bxc6 
23 Bxc5dt. 


(g) 19 Khi Re5 with roughly equal chances, R. Sherbakov—Sorokin, USSR 1991. 


(h) 15 Be2 Ndxe5 16 h3 Nxf3t 17 Bxf3 Bxf3 18 Nxf3 Qxd2t 19 Nxd2 Nf6 20 Ke2 
Ke7 is an equal game, Seirawan—Chernin, Montpellier 1985. 
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(i) 19 Bxf3 Nf6 20 Bxb7 Qxb7 21 Nc2 a5 22 Ne3 Rfb8. 23 Qb2 Qc7 draw agreed, 
Miles—Kasparov, match 1986. 


(j) 12... Qb6 13 Nd6 (13 0-0 Bb7 14 Nbxd4 Bes 15 h3 Bxf3 16 hxg4 Bds5 17 Nf3 
Qb7 18 Qf4 0-0 =, Hillarp Persson—Stefansson, Reykjavik 2006) 13 .. . Bxd6 
14 exd6 e5 15 Bf5 Ngf6 16 Nxe5 Qxd6 17 Nxd7 Bxd7 18 Bxd7 Nxd7 19 0-0 =, | 
L’Ami-—V. Georgiev, Wijk aan Zee 2007. 


(k) 15 Be3 Nxe3 16 fxe3 h6 17 Kh1 Rd8 =, Alterman—Chernin, Beersheba 1992. 


(1) 17 Nb3 0-0 18 Qxd7 Bxb3 19 Bxh7+ Kxh7 20 Qd3t Kg8 21 Qxb3 Qxb3 22 axb3 
Rfbs =, Trifunovié—Gligorié, Amsterdam 1950. 


(m) 19 Qh2 f5! 20 exfé Nxf6 21 g5 Ne4 22 Be3 Bxe3 23 fxe3 Qxb2 24 g6 hé with 
chances for both sides, Bareev—Chernin, Kazan 1997, 


(n) 13 0-0 and 13 Bxb5t are considered on the next pages, while 13 Qb3?! Qa5t 
14 Bd2 b4 15 f4 Bb7 16 0-0 Be7 17 Bc4 0-0! 18 Bxe6 Nd5 19 Bh3 Ne3 20 Rfc1 
Qd5 favors Black, Vaganian—Dolmatov, USSR Chp. 1979. 


(0) 14 Kd1 Bd7 15 Nc6 Bxc6 16 Qxc6t Ke7 17 Qxb5 Rb8 18 Qg5 h6é! 19 Qxg7 Qd5 
20 Qg3 Rhg8 +, Ree—Torre, Wijk aan Zee 1984. 


(p) 15 Nc6 Bb7 16 Bf4 Bd6é 17 Nxd8 Bxf3t 18 Kxf3 Rxd8 19 Bxb5t Ke7 20 Bd2 
Rb8! 21 a4 Nd5 22 b3 f5 23 Rfc1 e5 with chances for both sides, Bronstein— 
Botvinnik, World Chp. 1951. This is an excellent illustration of a typical 
Meran ending—White’s queenside pawns balance Black’s central majority. 


(q) 19 gxf4 Bd7 20 Nxd4 Ke7 21 Rac1 Rhc8 =, Szabo-Stahlberg, Saltsjébaden 1948. 


(r) Another try is 15 Bd2 Qa6 16 a40-0 17 Bxb5 Bxe5 18 Bxa6 Bxa6t 19 Kd1 Rfb8 
20 Re1 Bb7 21 Qd3 Ng4 22 Qe2 h5 23 h3 Ba6 24 Qf3 Bb7 25 Qe2 Ba6 = (Don- 
aldson). 


(s) 19 Nxa5 Rxa5 20 Rhe1 Ba6 21 Bxa6 Rxa6 22 Rc4 Nd5 23 Rxd4 Rb8& 24 Kd3 = 
Reshevsky—Botvinnik, Moscow 1955. 
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SEMI-SLAV DEFENSE 


1 d4 d5 2 c4.c6 3 Nf3 Nfé 4 Nc3 e6 5 e3 Nbd7 6 Bd3 dxc4 7 Bxc4 b5 
8 Bd3 a6 9 e4 c5 10 e5 cxd4 11 Nxb5 Nxe5 12 Nxe5 axb5 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
13 OO 26 paseer ie Ged thoes Geer oee saute 188 aces kt Bxb5t 
Qd5 Bd7 
14 = Qe2 Nxd7(m) 
Rb&(a)..:....Ba6 Qadt 
15 Bg5(b) Bg5(e) Bd2 
Bd6é(c)} Be7(f) Qxb5 
16 f4 £4(g) Nxfa(n) 
he 0-0 Kxf8 Rxfs 
17 Bh4 Rf3 a4(o) a4 
gs Bb7 Qxb2 Qc4 
18 Bg3 Rh3.......... Rel......0085 Rg3(j) 0-0(p) b3 
gpxf4 g6 g6 Rxa2(k) h5(q) Qd3 
19 Bxf4 b3 Qf2?! Rxa2 Rb1 Qe2(s) 


Rga(d) Rfc8(h) Rxa2(i) Qxa2(l) Qaz2i(r) Qxb3i(t) 


(a) 14... Ra5?! 15 f4 Bd6 16 Bd2 b4 17 a3 Bxe5 18 fxe5 Qxe5 19 Qf3 Qd5 
20 Qg3 Ra7 21 Rxf6 gxf6 22 Qg7 Rf8 23 Bxb4 Re7 24 Rc1 Bb7 25 Rcd Resigns, 
Botvinnik—Belavenets, Leningrad 1934. 


(b) 15 £4?! Be7 16 Rf3 0-0 17 Bd2 Bb7 18 Rh3 g6 19 Bxb5 Qxg2t! 20 Qxg2 Bxg2 
21 Kxg2 Rxb5 +, Kouatly—M. Raicevié, Trnava 1986. 


(c) 15... Be7? led to a quick defeat in Dreev-Sakaev, Moscow 199216 Raci 0-0 
17 Nc6 Rb7 18 f4 Rc7 19 Nxe7t Rxe7 20 Bxf6 gxf6 21 Qg4t Khé 22 Qh4 
Resigns. 


(d) Toshkov—Bagirov, Baku 1983, continued 20 Rac1 Bb7 21 Bxb5t Kf8 22 Rf3 d3 
23 Bxd3 Qd4t 24 Qe3 Bxe5d 25 Bxe5 Rxg2t 26 Kf1 Qxe3 27 Rxe3 Ng4=, White 
could try 20 Ng6!? Nd7 21 Qf2. 


(e) The attempt to regain the sacrificed pawn immediately is a mistake, e.g. 
15 a4?! Bd6! 16 axb5 Bb7 17 Rxa8t Bxa8 18 Nc6 Bxc6 19 bxc6 Ke7 20 Bc4 
Qxc6 +, Lilienthal—Botvinnik, Moscow 1941. 


(f) Bronstein’s idea of 15...h6?! runs into 16 Bh4 Bd6 17 f4 Rc8 18 a4 Bxe5d 
19 fxe5 Nd7 20 Rae1 +, Seirawan—Younglove, USA 1985. 


(g) Alternatives offer White nothing: (A) 16 a4 0-0 17 axb5 Bb7 18 f4 h6 19 Bh4 
Rxa1 20 Rxa1 Ra8 F, Alekhine—Bogoljubow, World Chp. (G12) 1934. (B) 
16 Rac1 0-0 17 f4 Rac8 18 a4 Rxc1 19 Rxcl Rc8 20 Rxc8t Bxc8 21 axb5 Bb7 
22 Qc2?! Bd6é! +, Toshkov—Dolmatov, Sofia 1984. 


465 


(h) 20 Bxb5 d3 21 Rxd3 Qc5t 22 Kh1 Ne4 23 Bxe7 Nf2t 24 Kgi Nh3t 25 Khi 
draw agreed, Moskalenko—Kaidanov, USSR 1988. 


(i) Black’s counterattack takes over before White’s attack gets rolling—20 Bb1 
Ral 21 Qh4 d3 22 Bxf6 Bxf6 23 Qxf6 d2 24 Rd1 Rxb1 25 Rxb1 d1(Q)t 26 Rxd1 
Qxdit +, Miles—Yusupov, Bugojno 1986. 


() 18 Qf2 Rxa2! 19 Rf1 Rfa8 20 Qh4 Ra1 21 Bxf6 Rxfit 22 Kxf1 Bxf6 23 Qxh7t 
Kf8 24 Qh5 Bxed 25 fxe5 f5 + (Donaldson). 


(k) Perhaps even better is 18... Rfc8!? 19 Bxh7 Kf8 20 Bh6é gxh6 21 Qh5 Ke8 
22 Qxf7 Kd8 23 Rg7 Qc5 24 h3 (Takachiev—Bacrot, Enghien les Bains 2001), 
now 24... Rc7 25 Bg6 Kc8 26 Qxe6 Kb8 is clearly better for Black. 


() 20 Bxf6 (on 20 Bh6 Black can play 20... Qalt 21 Kf2 g6 22 Bxf8 Bxfé in- 
tending... Bh6 and... Nd5 with excellent compensation for the exchange) 
20... Bxf6 21 Nd7 (21 Bxh7t? Kh7 22 Rh3 Kg8 23 Qh5 Qb1 wins) 21... Be7 
22 Nxf8 Bxf8 23 h4 Qal 24 Kh2 Qe1 F, Sasikiran—Abdulla, Scarborough 1999. 


(m) This is more challenging than 14 Bxd7t+ Nxd7 when Black stands well after 
both 15 Nxd7 Bb4t 16 Bd2 Qa5 17 a3 Bxd2t 18 Qxd2 Kxd7 19 Qxa5 Rxa5 = 
(central majority and queenside pressure), Pokorny—Sulc, Tencianské Teplice 
1925, and 15 Nd3 QaSt 16 Bd2 Qfs!. 


(n) No better is 16 Nxf6t gxf6 17 Qe2 (17 Qf3 Qedt 18 Kd1 Rc8 19 Re1 Qd6 
20 Qxf6 Rg8 gives Black good counterplay) 17...Qxe2t 18 Kxe2 Kd7 
19 Rhbi Rg8 20 g3 Ra4 =, Trifunovié-Schmid, Oberhausen 1961. 


(0) 17 b3 Ke7 18 a4 Qe5 19 Qe2 =, Koons—Kodic, Budapest 2007. 


(p) 18 Rb1 Qa2 19 0-0 h5 20 Bf4 Kg8 21 Rb4 Nd5 22 Rxd4 Re8 23 h3 Qc2 24 Qa 
Qc3 25 a5 Qxal 26 Rxal Nxf4 27 Rxf4 Rc7 28 a6 Draw, Silman—Donaldson, 
Vancouver 1988. 


(q) With 18... h5 Black keeps the white queen away from h5 and prepares to de- 
velop his rook via... h4 and ...Rh5. Instead, after 18 .. . Ne4 19 Qf3 f5 
20 Bf4 Qc3 21 Qh5 Nf8 22 Qh4 Qb4 23 Rfci Black’s king had problems, 
Gutov—Melentiev, Belovo 2006. 


(r) 20 Bf4 Kg8 (20... Qd5!?) 21 Rb4 Nd5 22 Rxd4 Nxf4 23 Rxf4 e5 24 Re4 Rhé! 
25 h3 Rha6 26 Qxg5 Rxa4 27 Rxe5 +, Vilela-Kuczynski, Camaguey 1987. 


(s) 19 Qf3 Qe4 20 Qxe4 Nxe4 21 b4 Ke7 22 Ke2 e5 23 Rhc1 Nxd2 24 Kxd2 Rfbs 
25 Rc4 Ke6 was drawn in this crazy position, Moreira Ferr Dias—Czukar, World 
E-mail Chp. 2003. 


(t) 20 0-0 Rxa4 21 Qe5 Nd7 22 Qxg7 Rxal 23 Rxa1 Qb2 24 Ra8t Ke7 with roughly 
equal chances, Ibragimov—Lukacs, Budapest 1992. 
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SEMI-SLAV DEFENSE 


1 d4 d5 2 c4 c6 3 Nf Nf6 4 Nc3 e6 5 e3 Nbd7 6 Bd3 dxc4 
7 Bxc4 b5 8 Bd3 a6 9 e4 c5 10 d5 (Reynolds Variation) 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
@5(A)s:2.aciciaeenelesdeckestoeteet esha tenes c4 
11 b3 dxe6(1) 
BG is sctas soistiaiecsiadetes c4 cxd3 
12 0-0 bxc4 exd7t 
0-0 Bb4(i) Qxd7 
13 CC ne eee Rel Bd2 Ned(m)...... 0-0 
c4(b) Rb&(e) bxc4 Qe7 Bb7 
14 bxc4. Bf1!(f) Bc2 Bf4(n) Bg5(p)....... Re1 
b4 Re&(g) 0-0(j) Nxe4! Be7 Be7(t) 
15 Ne2 a4 0-0 0-0 e5(q) e5(u) 
Nc5 b4 Qc7 Nxc3 Ne4 Nd5 
16 Ng3 Nb1 Nh4 bxc3 Bxe7 Ne4(v) 
Qc7(c) Nb6 Nb6 Qb7 Kxe7 0-0 
17. ‘Bes Nbd2 Qfs ~ Rel Nxe4(r) Qxd3 
a5(d) Re7(h) Bc5(k) Be7(o) Bxe4(s) Qg4(w) 


(a) With this move Black resolves the situation in the center. White has a pro- 
tected passed d-pawn while Black has a queenside majority. Black will try 
to mobilize this majority while White is trying to undermine it with a2-a4. 
10th-move alternatives for Black are: (A) 10... Bb7 11 0-0 Qc7!? 12 Bc2 c4 13 
Nd4 e5 14 Nf5 g6 15 Ne3 Bc5 16 Qf3 0-0 is roughly equal, Anand—van Wely, 
Melody Amber 2005. (B) 10 ... exd5 11 e5 Ng4 12 Bg5 f6 13 exf6 Ndxf6 14 h3 
Nh6 15 0-0 Bb7 16 Reit Be7 17 Bxf6 gxf6 18 Qdz +. (CF) 10... 
11 dxe6 fxe6 12 Bc2 Qc7 13 0-0 Bb7 14 e5 Nd5 15 Ng5! with a huge advantage, 
Novkovic—Duer, Austria Team Chp. 2007. 


(b) This pawn sacrifice, gaining the c5 square and denying White c4, is clearly 
better than the accommodating 13 . . . b4 14 Ne2 Nh5?! (14...c4 15 bxc4 Nc5 
is back in the column) 15 Nd2 Nf4 16 Nc4 Nb6 17 Nxf4 Nxc4 18 Ne6! fxe6 
19 Bxc4 Qe7 20 dxe6 Bxe6 21 Bg5 Qd7 22 Qd3 Bxc4 23 Qxc4t Qf7 24 Rac1 
Qxc4 25 Rxc4 +, Agzamov—Rajkovié, Vrsaé 1983. 


(c) 16 ...a5 with (A) 17 h3 Qc7 18 Nh4 g6 19 Bh6 Ne8 20 Re1 (20 Bxf8?! Bxf8 and 
.. Nd6 with strong counterplay on the dark squares) 20...Ng7 21 Re3 +, 
Boleslavsky—Botvinnik, USSR 1952. (B) 17 Be3 Nxd3? 18 Qxd3 Bg4 19 c5 Bc7 
20 d6 Re8 21 Bg5 Bb8 22 h3 is just terrible for Black, Ikarus—Etareta, Turin 2006. 


(d) 18 Bxc5 Bxc5 19 Nd2 g6 20 Nb3 Nd7 21 Qd2 Bd6 22 Ne2 Nc5 23 Nxc5 Bxc5 
24 Nc1 f5 25 exf5 Bxf5 26 Bxf5 Rxf5 27 Nb3 Raf8 =, van der Sterren—Bagirov, 
Baku 1986. Black's activity just compensates for the material deficit. 
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(e) (A) Now 13 ...c4 is inappropriate in view of 14 bxc4 b4 15 Na4!. (B) On 
13 ....Nb6 White obtains a clear edge with 14 Bf1 Qc7 15 Bg5 Ne8 16 a4! b4 
17 Nb1 a5 18 Nbd2 Bb7 19 Rc1, Portisch-E. Kristiansen, Skopje 1972. 


(f) The bishop steps out of the way of .. . c4 as the final preparation for a4. 


(g) On 14... Ne8 White has 15 a4 Nc7 16 axb5 axb5 17 Bg5 f6 18 Be3 intending 
Nh4, g3, and f4 with a clear advantage. 


(h) 18 Bb2 Ne8 19 Rc f6 20 a5 Na8 21 Nc4 Rc7 22 Nfd2,Bd7 23 f4! +, 
Polugaevsky—Biyiasas, Petropolis Int. 1973. 


(i) Here 12... bxc4 13 Bc2 Bb4 14 Bd2 transposes back into the column. 


(j) Sharp play results in a clear plus for White—14...Qa5 15 Ne2Z c3 
(15... Nxe4 16 Bxe4 c3 17 Nxc3 Bxc3 18 0-0 Bxd2 19 Nxd2 0-0 20 Nc4 Qh4 
21 d6! Ra7 22 Bd5 Rd8 23 Rei +, Honfi—Kempe, corr. 1978-79) 16 Be3 Ba3 17 
0-0 0-0 18 Rbi Bc5 19 Qd3 Bxe3 20 Qxe3 Ng4 21 Qxc3 Qxc3 22 Nxc3 and 
White is a clear pawn ahead, Klimov—Rumiantsev, 2003. 


18 Kh1 Rb8 19 h3 Ne& 20 Qg3 {6 21 f4 Bd6 22 fxe5 Bxe5 23 Qe3 Nd6 24 Nf3 
z+, Krasenkow—Moroz, Polish Chp. 1994. 


(1) 11 Bc2 Qc7 12 0-0 Bc5 13 dxe6 would transpose into column 21. Instead, 
Kharitonov—Ivanchuk, USSR Chp. 1988, saw 13 Qe2?! e5! 14 Nh4 0-0 15 Kh1 
Bd4 +. Black should avoid 11 Bc2 Nc5?! 12 Bg5 b4 13 Na4! exd5 14 e5 h6 
15 exf6 hxg5 16 fxg7 Bxg7 17 Nxc5 g4 18 Ba4t Kf8 19 0-0! gxf3 20 Re1 Bg4 
21 Re8t Qxe8 22 Bxe8 +, Levin—Wells, Bad Worishhofen 1995. 


(m) (A) 13 e5 Nd5 14 Qxd3 Nxc3 15 Qxc3 (15 Qxd7t Bxd7 16 bxc3 Rc8 17 Bd2 
Ba3 is equal) 15...Bb7 16 0-0 Rc8 17 Qb3 Be7 18 Bf4 Qf5! 19 Bg3 h5! 20 e6 
fxe6 21 Rfel Bd5 22 Qe3 h4 23 Bed 0-0 F, Scheeren-R. Kuif, Hilversum 1986. 
(B) 13 Bg5 Be7 14 Bxf6 Bxf6 15 Nd5 Bb7! 16 Nxf6t gxf6 17 0-0 0-0 18 Rel Re8 
19 Nd2 f5 =, Vaganian—D. Cirié, San Feliu de Guixols 1975. 


(n) Black has an easy game after 14 Nxd3, e.g. 14... b4 15 Ne2 Qxe4 16 0-0 Be7 
17 Ng3 Qb7 18 Bg5 0-0 19 Nh5 Nxh5 20 Bxe7 Qxe7 21 Qxhs5 Qe4 =, Gligori¢é— 
Torre, Bugojno 1984. 


(o) 18 Qxd3 0-0 19 Nd7 Qxd7 20 Qxd7 Bxd7 21 Rxe7 Be6 Draw, Chekhov— 
Alexandria, Halle 1981. 


(p) (A) 14 Ne5 Qd4 15 Nf3 (15 Nxd3 0-0-0!) 15... Qd7 16 Ne5 Qd4 17 Nf3 isa 
draw. (B) 14 e5 Nd5 15 Qxd3 (not 15 Ne4? Qg4! 16 Qxd3? Nb4 winning) 
15... Nxc3 16 Qxc3 is a transposition into note (m). 


(q) Two other options for White are: (A) 15 Ne5 Qd4 16 Nxd3 Rd8 17 Bxf6 Bxfé 
18 Nf4 0-0 when Black’s bishop pair gives him good compensation for the 
pawn. (B) 15 Rel 0-0 16 e5 Ng4 17 Bxe7 Qxe7 18 Qxd3 Bxf3 19 Qxf3 Nxe5 
20 Qg3 Rae8 21 Rad1 f6 =, Korchnoi—Flear, Wijk aan Zee 1987. 


(r) (A) 17 Re1 Nxc3 18 bxc3 Qg4! 19 h3 Bxf3 20 hxg4 Bxd1 21 Raxd1 Rhd8 22 Re3 
d2 +, Gavrikov—Chernin, USSR Chp. 1987. (B) 17 Qb3 Nxc3 18 Qxc3 Rhc8! 
19 e6?! Rxc3 20 exd7 Bxf3 21 bxc3 Be2 =, Farago—Tukmakov, Dortmund 1987. 


(s) 18 Re1 Qd5 19 Nd2 Bg6 20 Qg4 Rhcs 21.h4 h5 22 Qb4t Qc5 23 Qf4 +, Anton— 
Byson, corr. 1992. 


{k 


— 
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(t) 14... Bb4 15 Ne5 Qe6 16 Nxd3 Bxc3 17 Nf4 Qd7 18 bxc3 Nxe4 19 Qxd7t 
Kxd7 20 Ba3 with a big plus for White, Karpov—Tal, Bugojno 1980. 


(u) 15 Bg5 0-0 16 e5 transposes into note (q). 


(v) 16 Qxd3 Nxc3 17 Qxc3 0-0 18 Bg5 Rac8 19 Qe3 Bxg5 20 Nxg5 Re2 21 b3 Qg4 
22 Qg3 Qxg3 23 hxg3 hé 24 Ne4 Bxe4 25 Rxe4 Rd8 26 a4 Rdd2 =, Karpov— 
Lutz, Germany 1994. 


(w) 18 Nfg5! Rad8 19 a3 Bxg5 20 Bxg5 Nf4 21 Qg3 Ne2t =, Rait—-Boidman, Ger- 
many 2002. 
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SEMI-SLAV DEFENSE 


1 d4 d5 2 c4.c6 3 Nf Nf6 4 Nc3 e6 5 e3 Nbd7 6 Bd3 dxc4 (Meran 
Variation) 7 Bxc4 b5 8 Bd3 a6 9 e4 c5 10 d5 c4 11 dxe6 fxe6 12 Bc2 


19 20 21 22 23 24 

12..... QG7 A) cs orsisuisinucnsiaceeeedaaticsenguat ee casks elses Bb7 

13. NgB..cessee 0-0 0-0 
Noc5d Bd6.......... Bc5 Qc7(o) 

14 £4 Nd4(d) e5(h)........ Qe2 Ng5.......005 Qe2 
h6(b) Nb6 Nxe5 Ne5 Ned Bd6(r) 

15 e5 Khi1(e) Br4 Nxe5(k) e5(p) Nd4(s) 
hxg5 Bd7 Bd6 Qxe5 Qxe5 Nc5 

16 Bg6t £4 Bxe5(i) Be3(l) Rel 4 
Ke7 e5 Bxe5 Bxe3 Qd6 e5 

17. — exf6+ Nf3 Nxe5 Qxe3 Qxd6 Ndxb5!?(t) 
gxi6 Bg4 Qxe5 Ng4(m) Bxd6 axb5 

18 ~— fxg5 a4 Re1 Qh3 Be3 Nxb5 
Qe5t b4!?(f) Qc7(j) h5 0-0 Qb6 

19 Ne2 a5 a4 Bd1i Rad1 Nxd6t 
Bg7(c) Bxf3(g) Rb8 co g5(n) Be7(q) Qxd6é(u) 


(a) (A) 12... Nc5 13 Qxd8t Kxd8 14 0-0 Bb7 15 Ng5 Ke7 16 e5 Nfd7 17 f4 b4 
18 Nce4 h6 19 Be3! +, Forintos—D, Cirié, Sarajevo 1965. (B) 12...Qb6 
13 0-0 Bb7 14 Qe2 0-0-0 15 a4 b4 16 a5 Qc7 17 Na4 b3 18 Bb1 Bb4 19 Bf4! +, 
Christiansen—Nikolac, Wijk aan Zee 1976. 


(b) 14... Bb7?! 15 e5 Rd8 16 Bd2 Nd5 17 Qh5t g6 18 Bxg6t hxg6 19 Qxh8 Nxf4 
20 0-0-0 Qxe5 21 Qxe5 Nfd3t 22 Kc2 Nxe5 23 Be3! +, Farago—Chandler, Bel- 
grade 1982. 


(c) 20 Bf4 Qd5 21 Qxd5 exd5 22 0-0-0 f5 23 Rxd5 Nd3+ 24 Kb1 Be6 with chances 
for both sides, Weichert—Bauer, Bundesliga 1995. 


(d) The most energetic choice. With this move White attacks e6, prepares f2-f4, 
and sets up possibilities of Nxb5. Other moves are not so effective; e.g., 14 Bg5 
0-0 15 Bxf6?! Nxf6 16 Re1 Be5! 17 Qd2 Ng4 18 h3 Bh2t 19 Kh1 Bf4 20 Qe2 
Ne5 and Black is in control, Ostenstad—Gausel, Gausdal 1995. 


(e) (A) 15 £47! e5 16 Nf3 Bg4 17 h3 0-0-0 18 Kh1 Bxf3 19 Qxf3 exf4 +, Farago— 
Radulov, Baile Herculaine 1982. (B) White’s best is probably 15 a4! b4 16 a5 
bxc3 17 axb6 cxb2 18 Bxb2 Qxb6 19 Rbi + (Donaldson). 


(f) 18... Bxf3 19 Qxf3 b4 20 fxe5 Bxe5 21 a5 Nbd7 22 Nd5 Qd6 23 Nxf6 Nxfé 
24 Ba4 Kf7 25 Qh5 Kg and Black has a solid game, Zubov—Matrovasilis, 
Azerbaijan 2003. 
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(g) Better than 19 .. . bxc3?! 20 axb6 Qxb6 21 Ba4 Kf7 22 fxe5 cxb2 23 exf6 bxa1 
(Q) 24 Qd5 with a mating attack, Yevseev—Igivatiev 2004. After 19... Bxf3 20 
Rxf3 Nbd7 21 Nd5 Nxd5 22 Qxd5 0-0-0! =, Ostergaard—Gausel, Copenhagen 
1996. 


(h) (A) 14 b3?! 0-0 15 h3 Ne5 16 bxc4 Nfg4! 17 Nxe5 Nxf2 18 Qh5 g6 19 Qe2 
Nxh3t 20 Kh2 Qxe5t 21 Kxh3 Qxc3t 2Resigns, Vaganian—Panchenko, 
Moscow 1981. (B) 14 Ng5?! Ned! 15 Bf4 0-0 16 Bg3 h6 17 Nh3 Bb7 18 Qe2 Bd4 
19 Rad1 Rad8 20 Nf4 Qbé6 21 h3 b4 22 Na4 Qc6é +, Georgadze—Yusupov, USSR 
Chp. 1980/81. 


(i) Black has good compensation for the exchange after 16 Re1 Nxf3t 17 Qxf3 
Bxf4 18 Qxa8 Bxh2t. 


(j) 18... Qc5 19 Ne4 Nxe4 20 Bxe4 Ra7 21 b4! Qg5 22 f4! Qh4 23 g3 Qds 
24 Qh5t +, Lautier—Piket, match 1996. The column is Schandorff—Hector, 
Copenhagen 1998. 


(k) 15 Bf4 Nxf3t+t 16 Qxf3 e5 17 Bg5 0-0 18 Bxf6 gxf6 19 a4 Rb8 20 axb5 axb5 
21 b3 Bd4 22 Nd5 Qg7 =, Lautier—Beliavsky, Linares 1995. 


() Black’s bishops become very strong if White plays for f4 without first Be3: 
16 Khi Bb7 17 f4 Qh5 18 Qxh5 Nxh5 19 e5 0-0-0 20 Ne4! Bxe4 21 Bxe4 Rd4 
22 Bo2 g6 23 Be3 Rd5 24 Bxc5 Rxc5 25 g4 +, Peralta—Vera. Andorra 2006. 


(m) Also good is 17... 0-0 18 Rad1 Ng4 19 Qg3 Qxg3 20 hxg3 Ra7 21 Rd2 b4 
22 Na4 Rc7 with at least equal chances, Hort—Sehner, Bundesliga 1985-86. 


(n) 20 Bxg4 (20 Rc1 Ra7 21 b3 Rf7 +, Tukmakov—Bareev, Russian Chp. 1998) 
20... hxg4 21 Qg3 Qxg3 22 fxg3 Ra7 23 e5 Rah7 24 Ne4 Rxh2 25 Nd6t Kd7 
26 Rf£7+ Kc6 27 Kf2 Bd7 =, Collas—Hector, Geneva 1995. 


(0) This position may also arise by the order of moves 8... Bb7 9 0-0 a6 10 e4 c5 
11 d5 Qc7 12 dxe6 fxe6 13 Bc2 c4. 


(p) 15 f4 h6 16 e5?! Nd3 17 Bxd3 0-0-0! 18 Nf3 Rxd3 19 Qe2 BcdSt 20 Kh1 Nd5 
21 Ne4 Rf! 22 Ne1 Rd4 23 Nxc5 Qxc5 24 Qg4 Qe7 25 Nf3 Rdxf4 26 Bxf4 Rxf4 
27 Qg3 g5 28 Rae1 Qb4 29 Rf2 Ne7! puts Black on top, Gligori¢é—Yusupov, 
Vrbas 1980. 


(q) 20 Bxc5 Bxc5 21 Nxe6 Rfc8 22 h3 Rab8 23 Nxc5 (23 Re7 Rb8 24 h3 Kf8 25 Re6 
Rc6 26 Re3 =, Gershan—Mastrovajilis, Kavala 2004) 23 ...Rxc5 24 Re6 b4 
25 Na4 Rg5 =, Kramnik—Shirov, Novgorod 1994. 


(r) 14... Bc5 15 e5 Ng4 16 Be4! 0-0 17 Bxh7+ Kxh7 18 Ng5t Kg8 19 Qxg4‘Qxe5 
20 Qxe6t +, Portisch—Inkiov, Lucerne Ol. 1982. 


(s) 15 Bg5 0-0 16 Rad1 Bf4 17 b3 cxb3 18 Bxb3 Nc5 19 Bxf4 Qxf4 20 Nd4 Khs F, 
Nikolov—Korneev 2005. 


(t) 17 Nf5 0-0 18 Nxd6 Qxd6 19 fxe5 Qxe5 20 Rf5 Qc7 =, Horvath—Savchenko, 
Slovenia 1997, 


(u) 20 fxe5 Qxe5 21 Rf5 Qe7 (21... Qc7? 22 Qc4 Rc8B 23 Bf4 Qc6 24 Red Kfa 
25 Ro Resigns, Kozul—Bilobrk, Bosnia 2004) 22 Qxc4 Rc8 23 Qb5t Ncd7 
24 Qxb7 Rxc2 25 Bg5 Qd6 26 Bxf6 (26 Qa8t Qb8 =) 26... gxf6 27 Qast QbB 
28 Qxb8 Nxb8 29 Rxf6 Rxb2 and Black drew comfortably In Flear—Galkin, 
Monarch Assurance 2001. 
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SEMI-SLAV DEFENSE 


1 d4 d5 2 c4.c6 3 Nf3 Nf6 4 Nc3 e6 5 e3 Nbd7 6 Bd3 dxc4 7 Bxc4 b5 


25 26 27 28 29 30 
8 BB wididcscetedsiiisoieas ceeieived ha eae eee BbSeivaseais Be2 
BDZ v2ebeahadidedoscesiieeess b4 Be7 Bb7 
9 4 fas ieseense 0-0 Ne4 0-0 0-0(q) 
b4 b4 BO7 2 ii.280005 Nxe4 0-0 Be7(r) 
10 Na4 Ne4 Nxf6t Bxe4 Re1(n) e4 
c5 Be7(d) Nxf6 Bb7 Bb7 b4 
11 e@5 Nxf6t e4 Qa4(k) e4 e5 
Nd5 Nxf6 Bb7 Qb6 b4 bxc3 
12 00 e4 Qe2(h) Nd2 Na4 exf6 
cxd4 0-0 Nd7(i) Rc8 c5 Nxf6(s) 
13 Rei(a) e5(e) 0-0 a3 d5(o) bxe3 
g6(b) Nd7(f) 0-0 bxa3 exd5 0-0 
14 Bg5 Be4 Rdi b3(1) e5 Rb1 


Qa5(c) Rb8(g) Qc7!(j) Ba6(m) Ne&(p) Qc7(t) 


(a) On 13 Nxd4 Black should not reply 13... g6?! 14 Qg4 Bg7 15 Bg5 Nxe5 
16 Nxe6! +, Razuvaev—Bagirov, USSR 1987, or 13...a6?! 14 Nxe6 fxe6 
15 Qh5t Ke7 16 Bg5t +, but 13... Nxe5 14 Bb5t Nd7 15 Re1 Rc8 16 Qh5 g6 
17 Qe2 a6! (distracting White’s attackers) 18 Bc4 Rxc4 19 Qxc4 Qh4 20 b3 Bd6é 
21 Nf3 Qxc4 22 bxc4 N5f6 with good play, Illescas—Dreev, Dos Hermanas 2005. 


(b) (A) 13... Be7 14 Nxd4 Qa5 15 Bd2 Rd8 16 a3 N5b6 17 Bb5 Nxa4 18 Bxb4! +, 
Kaidanov—Shabalov, New York 1993. (B) 13... Ne7!? 14 Nxd4 0-0 15 Qg4 Re8 
16 Bb5 Kh8 17 Nc6 Bxc6 18 Bxc6 Rc8 19 Bb7 Rc7 20 Bxd5 exd5 21 Bf4 =, 
Cvitan—L Ami, Turin Ol, 2006. 

(c) 15 Nd2 Ba6 16 Nc4 Bxc4 17 Bxc4 Bg7 18 Qxd4 Qxa4 19 Bxd5 exd5 20 Qxd5 
Nbé6 21 Qdé Qd7 =, Yusupov—Ippolito, World Open 2006. 


(d) 10... Nxe4 11 Bxe4 Bd6 12 Qa4 0-0 13 Bd2 f5 14 Bd3 c5 15 Be2 Rf6 16 Rfci 
Bd5 17 Qd1 Rb8 =, Kaidanov—Zu Chen, Gibraltar Masters 2007. 


(e) 13 Qe2 c5 14 dxc5 Nd7 15 c6 Bxc6 16 Be3 Bb7 17 Rac1 Qa5 =, Vavruk-Novikov, 
Dallas 2004. fo 


(f) If 13... Nd5?! 14 Qc2 g6 15 Bhé Re8 16 Nd2 intending 17 Nb3 or 17 Ne4, 
controlling c5 + (Mednis). 


(g) (A) 15 a3!? bxa3 16 b4 h6 (16... Bxb4? 17 Bh7t!) 17 Bb1 Bxb4 18 Qd3 f5 
19 exfé Nxfé 20 Bxh6 gxh6 21 Qg6t Kh8 22 Qxh6t Kg8 23 Qg5t Kh8 24 Qh4t 
Kg8 25 Qg3t Kh8 and here White eschewed the draw and tried 26 Ne5!? with 
unclear chances, Moiseenko—Novikov, Dallas 2004. (B) 15 Qc2 h6 16 Be3 c5! 
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17 Bxb7 Rxb7 18 dxc5 Nxc5 19 Rfd1 Qb8 20 Qc4 Nd7 =, Beliavsky—Anand, 
Reggio Emilia 1992. 


(h) 12 0-0 = is column 26. 


(i) Black must watch out: (A) 12... Qb6 13 0-0 Rc8 14 Bg5 h6é 15 Bh4 c5 16 Bxf6 
Bxf6 15 d5 + (Korchnoi). (B) 12... c5 13 dxc5 0-0 14 0-0 Nd7 15 c6 Bxc6 
16 Be3 Qa5 17 Nd4 Ned? 18 £4 Resigns, Sriram—Prakash, Indian Chp. 2000. 
(C) 12 .. . 0-07! 13 e5 Nd7 14 Qe4 g6 15 h4 Re8 16 h5 Nfe 17 hxg6 fxg6 18 Bh6 
Qd7 19 Qg4 with a strong attack, Lautier—M. Gurevich, Dutch Open Blitz Chp. 
2001. : 


() 15 Be3 Rac8 16 Ba6 Qb6 17 Bxb7 Qxb7 18 Rac1 c5 =, Levin—Antunes, Seville 
1994. 


(k) 11 0-0 Bd6 12 b3 Nf6 13 Bd3 c5 14 Bb5t Ke7 15 Bb2 cxd4 16 Bxd4 Qa5 17 Be2 
Ne4 18 Qe1 Nc3 =, Ponomariov—Motylev, Wijk aan Zee 2007. 


(1) 14. Nc4 Qa6 15 Qb3 Rb8 16 0-0 c5 17 Bxb7 Qxb7 18 Qxa3 cxd4 19 Nd6t Bxd6 
20 Qxd6 Qb6 21 Qa3 Qc5 22 Qxa7 Qxa7 23 Rxa7 Nf6 24 exd4 0-0 25 Rc7 Nd5 
26 Rc4 h6 27 Rd1 Rfc8 28 Rxc8 Draw, Tukmakov—Ornstein, Vinjacka Banja 
1979. Black has full compensation for the pawn. 


(m) 15 Nc4 Qb4t (15... Qb5?! 16 Rxa3! +) 16 Qxb4 Bxb4t 17 Bd2 Bxc4 18 Bxb4 
Bxb3 19 Rxa3 Bd5 20 Bxd5 cxd5 21 Rxa7 Nb8! 22 Re7t (22 Ra8 Kd7 23 Kd2 
Nc6 =, or 22 Bc5 Nc6 23 Rb7 Rb8 =) 22... Kd8 23 Rb7 Nc6 24 Bd6 (24 Bc5 
Rb8) 24... Na5 = (Donaldson). 


(n) 10 e4 b4 11 e5 bxc3 12 exf6 Nxf6 13 bxc3 Bb7 14 Rb1 c5! =, Fairhurst-— 
Reshevsky, Margate 1935. 


(o) 13 e5 Nd5 14 Qd3 Rc8 15 Nxc5 Nxc5 16 dxc5 Rxc5 17 Bc2 g6 18 Bh6 Re8 
19 Ba4 Nbé6! with an edge for Black, Korchnoi—Ribli, Montpellier 1985. 


(p) 15 Bxd5 Bxd5 16 Qxd5 Nb6 =, Tatai—Pinter, Rome 1984. 


(q) (A) 9 a3 b4! 10 Na4 bxa3 11 bxa3 Be7 12 0-0 0-0 13 Bb2 c5 draw agreed, 
Karpov—Kasparov, World Chp. 1984/85. (B) 9 e4 b4 10 e5 bxc3 11 exf6 cxb2 
12 fxg7 bxal (Q) 13 gxh8 (Q) Qadt 14 Bd2 Qxdit 15 Bxd1 Qf5 16 0-0 
0-0-0 17 Qg8 Be7 18 Qg7 Qg6 =, Chekhover—Suetin, USSR 1951. 


(r) 9...b4 10 Na4 c5 11 dxc5 Nxc5 12 Bb5t Ncd7 13 Ne5 Qe7 14 Qd4 Rdé! 
15 Bd2 Qa5 16 Bc6 Be7 17 Rfc1 Bxc6 18 Nxc6 Qxa4 19 Nxd8 Bxd8 20 Qxb4 
Qxb4 21 Bxb4 Nd5 =, Kramnik—Topalov, World Chp. match 2006. 


(s) 12... Bxf6 13 bxc3 c5 14 dxc5 Nxc5 15 Bb5t Kfe 16 Qxd8 Rxd8 17 Ba3 Rc8 
18 Nd4 Be7 19 Rfd1 a6 20 Bf1 Na4 21 Rab1 Be4 22 Rb3 Bxa3 23 Rxa3 Nc5S 
24 Nb3 +, Kramnik—Topalov, World Chp. match 2006. 


(t) 15 Bf4 Qxf4 16 Rxb7 Bd6 17 g3 Qfs 18 Qa4 Ne4 19 Rel c5 20 Qc2 Qd5 draw 
agreed, Chernin—Portisch, Reggio Emilia 1986/87. 
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SEMI-SLAV DEFENSE 


1d4 d5 2 c4c6 3 Nf Nf6 4 Nc3 e6 5 e3 Nbd7 


31 32 33 34 35 36 
6 Bd 3 vicsceeiiadbeieioesesss c2 
Bb4........55 Bd6(d) Bd6 
7 a e4(e) BAD) ccvcvecesiesiseceeed ees . eer Bd2 
Ba5(a) dxe4(f) Bb4(k)....... dxc4 dxe4 0-0 
8 0-0 Nxe4 Bdz2 Bxc4 Nxe4 0-0-0 
0-0 Nxe4. Qe7 e5(m) Nxe4 b5(s) 
9 Qc2 Bxe4 g5 g5 Qxe4 cxb5 
dxc4(b) 0-0 Bxc3 Nd5 e5(p) c5 
10 Bxc4 0-0 Bxc3 Bd2(n) dxe5 e4 
Bc7 h6(g) Ne4 0-0 0-0 Bb7 
11 Ba2! Bc2 Bd3 Ne4 exd6(q) exd5 
e5 e5 Nxc3 Bc7 Re8& Nxd5 
12 h3 Qd3(h) Qxc3 h4 Qxe8t Ng5(t) 
h6(c) £5(i) dxc4(I) exd4=(0) Qxe8t(r) g6(u) 


(a) (A) 7... Bxc3t 8 bxc3 0-0 9 0-0 b6 10 Bb2 Qc7 11 Qe2 +, Zhang Huining-Yu 
Ruiyan, China 2001. (B) 7... Bd6 8 e4 dxe4 9 Nxe4 Nxe4 10 Bxe4 65 11 0-0 
0-0 12 Bc2 (White could win a pawn by 12 dxe5 Nxe5 13 Nxe5 Bxe5 14 Bxh7t 
Kxh7 15 Qh5t Kg8 16 Qxe5, but after 16 ...Qd3! White is forced to play 
17 c5, and the position after 17 ... Be6 and... Bd5 is very drawish, despite 
the extra pawn. Compare this to column 32, where the White pawn stands on 
a2 and the sacrifice would be unsound) 12... Re8 13 Re1 exd4 14 Rxe8t 
Qxe8 15 Qxd4 Be7 16 Bg5! +, Kasparov—Hiibner, Brussels 1986. 


(b) 9... Qe7 10 Bd2 dxc4 11 Bxc4 e5 12 Ba2! Bxc3 13 Bxc3 exd4 14 Nxd4 +, 
Rogoff—Lombardy, U.S. Chp. 1978. 


(c) 13 e4 Re8 14 Be3 +, Kasparov—van der Wiel, Brussels 1987. 


(d) 6... Be7 7 b3 0-0 8 0-0 b6 9 Bb2 Bb7 10 Qe2 Rc8 11 e4 dxe4 12 Nxe4 c5 
13 Rad1 Qc7 14 dxc5 bxc5 15 Rfe1! Rfd8 16 NegS +, Chernin-Utasi, Stary 
Smokovec 1984, 


(e) Delaying the central break for just one move allows Black an easy time—7 0-0 
0-0 8 e4 dxc4! 9 Bxc4 e5 10 Bg5 h6 11 Bh4 Qe7 =. 


(f) Forced, as 7... dxc4 8 Bxc4 e5 9 dxe5 Nxe5 10 Nxe5 Bxe5 11 Qxd8t Kxd8 
12 Bxf7 is good for White. 


(g) To prepare . . . e5, which if played immediately drops a pawn to 11 dxe5 Nxe5 
12 Nxe5 Bxe5 13 Bxh7+ Kxh7 14 Qh5t Kg8 15 Qxe5,. On 10...c5 White 
keeps an edge with 11 Bc2 b6 12 Qd3 g6 13 Bh6 Re8 14 Rad1 Bf8 15 dxc5 
Bxh6é 16 c6, Rubinstein—Bogoljubow, Triberg 1921. 
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(h) (A) 12 b3 Re8 13 Rel exd4 14 Rxe8t Qxe8 15 Qxd4 Bc5 16 Qd3 Nf6 17 Bb2 
Qd7! 18 Qc3 Qe7 =, Stohl—Krasenkow, Brno 1994, (B) 12 Re1 Bb4 13 Bd2 Bxd2 
14 Qxd2 exd4 15 Nxd4 Nf6 16 Rad1 Qc7 =, Bagirov-Chernikov, USSR 1975. 


(i) 13 c5 Bc7 14 Qc4 Kh8 15 dxe5 Nxe5 16 Nxe5 Bxe5 17 Bf4 Qd4 18 Qxd4 Bxd4 
19 Bd6 Re8 20 Rfel +, Kazhgaleyev—Askarov, Moscow 2007. 


(j) (A) 7 Bd3 0-0 8 0-0 dxc4 9 Bxc4 b5 10 Bd3 Bb7 11 e4 &5 12 dxe5 Nxe5 13 Nxe5 
Bxe5 14 h3 Re8 15 Be3 Qe7 16 Rae1 a6 =, Portisch-Tukmakov, Reggio Emilia 
1987/88. (B) 7 b3 0-0 8 Be2 Re8 9 0-0 dxc4 10 bxc4 e5 11 Bb2 e4 12 Nd2 Qe7 
12 Rfe1 Nfs and Black’s chances are at least even, Taimanov—Barbera, Mont- 
pellier 1986. 


(k) The alternatives may be as good: (A) 7... h6 8 Rgl Qe7 9 h4 dxc4 10 e4 e5 
11 g5 Nh5 12 Bxe4 exd4 13 Nxd4 Nb6 14 Be2 Nf4 15 Be3 h5 16 0-0-0 g6 17 Kb1 
Bd7 =, Nakamura—Shabalov, Foxwoods 2007; (B) 7... Nxg4 8 Rg1 Qf6 (Bruzon’s 
8... £5 may be better) 9 Rxg4 Qxf3 10 Rxg7 Nf6 11 Rg5 Ne4 12 Nxe4 Qxe4. 
13 Qxe4 dxe4 14 Rh5 f6 15 Bg2 f5 16 £3 +, Krasenkow—Dreev, GM Classic 2007. 


(1) 13 Bxc4 b6 14 0-0-0 Bb7 15 e4 0-0 16 Rhe1 Rfd8 17 Qe3 Rac8 =, Krasenkow-— 
Henrichs, Vlissingen Open 2006. 


(m) 8...Nd5 9 Ne4 Be7 10 Bd2 b6 11 Ng3 0-0 12 e4 Nb4 13 Qb3 5 14 Bxb4 cxb4 
15 0-0 a6 16 Qe3 b5 17 Bd3 Bb7 with chances for both sides, Aronian—Kram- 
nik, Yerevan rapid match 2007, 


(n) 10 Ne4 Bb4t 11 Bd2 Bxd2t 12 Qxd2 Qe7 13 Bb3 0-0 14 0-0-0 exd4 
15 Qxd4 Re8 16 Ng3 Qc5 17 Kb1 Qxd4 18 Nxd4 N7b6 with an even position, 
Sasikiran—Dreev, Spain 2005. 


(o) Krasenkow—Knaak, Bundesliga 2007. The position is sharp with play for both 
sides, 


(p) (A) 9...c5 10 Bd2 Nf6 11 Qc2 cxd4 12 Nxd4 Bc5 13 Nb3 Be7 14 Be2 Qc7 
15 0-0 Bd7 16 Rac1 Rc8 17 Nd4 0-0 =, Smyslov—Chernin, Subotica Int. 1987. 
(B) 9... Bb4t 10 Bd2 Bxd2+t 11 Nxd2 c5 12 dxc5 Qa5 13 a3 Qxc5 14 b4 Qe7 
15 Bd3 Nf6 16 Qe2 0-0 17 0-0 +, Svetushkin—Galkin, Aeroflot Open 2006. 


(q) Pretty much forced, as alternatives favor Black: (A) 11 Ng5?! Nf6!. (B) 11 Bd3?! 
f5!. (C) 11 Be2 Nxe5 12 Nxe5 Qa5t =. (D) 11 Bf4 Bb4t 12 Ke2 Nc5 13 Qe3 Ne6 
and... {6 F. 


(r) 13 Be3 Nf6 14 0-0-0 Bf5 (14... Be6 15 Bd3 b5 16 c5 Bxa2 17 Rhe1 Bb3 18 Bg5 
Qd8 19 Nd4! +) 15 Bd3 Bxd3 16 Rxd3 c5 17 Rhd1 Nd7 18 b3 hé 19 Bf4 Qe6 
20 Re3 Qf6 21 Be5 Nxe5 22 Rxe5 +, Abdulla—Neelotpal, United Insurance 
1999. 


(s) An insteresting try is 8... c5!? 9 Kb1 a6 10 e4 cxd4 11 Nxd4 Nxe4 12 Nxe4 
dxe4 13 Qxe4 Nc5 14 Qf3 e5 15 Nb3 e4 16 Qe3 Nxb3 17 axb3 Bg4 18 Be2 Bf4 
19 Qxe4 Re8 20 Qxf4 Bxe2 21 Rdel Qd3 22 Ka2 a5 with good compensation 
for the pawn, Istratescu-Hamdouchi, Trophee Universitaire 2007. 


(t) 12 Ne4 (12 Nxd5 Bxd5 13 Bc4 Bxf3 14 gxf3 cxd4 + [Kupreichik]) 12... Be7 
13 dxc5 Nxc5 14 Nxc5 Bxc5 15 Ng5 g6 16 Ne4 Bd4! favors Black, Morovié— 
Kupreichik, Medina del Campo 1980. 


(u) 13 Nge4 Be7 14 dxc5 Nxc5 15 Nxc5 Bxc5 16 Bh6 Re® =. Black’s active pieces 
and pressure along the c-file yield adequate play for the pawn. 
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SEMI-SLAV DEFENSE 


1 d4 d5 2 c4.c6 3 Nf3 Nf6 4 Nc3 e6 5 Bg5(a) 


37 38 39 40 41 42 
Be ciii HG ease lincienneiwea dxc4 
6  Bxf6(b) e4(i) 
Qxf6 b5 
7 (: |e eee g3(f) AF Si sieleddsedin a weseeer et e5 
Nd7 Nd7 Bb7 hé 
8  Bd3(c) Bg2 e5?!(j) Bh4 
dxc4(d) dxc4 hé g5 
9 Bxc4 0-0 Bh4.......... Bxf6(n) exf6 2 
g6 Be7 g5 gxf6 gxh4 
10 0-0 e3 exf6(k) axb5 Ne5 
Bg7 0-0 gxh4 cxb5 Qxfé 
11 b4 Nd2(g) axb5(l) Nxb5 AA ss ieesdedss Be2(s) 
0-0 Nb6 cxb5 Qb6 c5(p) Nd7 
12 Rc1 f4 Nxb5 Qa4 Be2(q) Nxc6 


Qe7(e) Qf5(h) Bb4t(m) Nc6(o) cxd4(r) Bb7(t) 


(a) (A) 5 Qb3 dxc4 6 Qxc4 b5 7 Qd3 a6 8 Bg5d c5 9 e3 Nbd7 10 Be2 Bb7 11 0-0 Be7 
12 dxc5 Nxc5 +, Andersson—Beliavsky, Pirnu 1997. (B) 5 g3 dxc4 6 Bg2 Nbd7 
7 0-0 Be7 8 64 0-0 9 a4 b6 10 Qe2 Ba6 11 Rd1 Rc8 12 Bf4 Re8 13 h3 Bb4 14 g4 
Bxc3 15 bxc3 Qe7 16 Bg5 h6é 17 Bc1 Nh7 +, Kopec—Bisguier, U.S. Open 1987. 


(b) A sharp alternative is 6 Bh4 dxc4 7 e4 g5 (7... b5 transposes into columns 
39-42) 8 Bg3 b5 9 Be2 Bb7 (9. . ..Bb4 10 0-0 Bxc3 11 bxc3 Nxe4 12 Ne5!? Nd7 
13 Bh5 0-0 14 Nxf7!? Rxf7 15 Bxf7+ Kxf7 16 Qc2 e, Yusupov—Akopian, Ubeda 
1997) 10 h4 g4 11 Ne5 Nbd7 12 Bxg4 Rg8 13 Nxd7 Qxd7 14 Bf3 0-0-0 15 Bf4 
a6 16 a4 Bb4 17 e5 cS 18 exf6 cxd4 19 axb5 Qxb5 20 Qc2 Bxf3 21 gxf3 dxc3 
22 bxc3 with a messy position that ended in a draw in Gelfand—Kazimdzhanov, 
Candidates match 2007. 


(c) (A) 8 Rel g6 9 Bd3 dxc4 10 Bxc4 Bg7 11 0-0 0-0 12 Qc2 Kh7 13 Bb3 Qe7 
14 Rfd1 e5 15 d5 Nb6 16 d6 Qe8 17 Ne4 Bf5 18 Nfd2 Nd7 19 Qc4 Be6 
20 Qb4 =, Hebden—Ashton, Hastings 2006. (B) 8 Qc2 g6 9 cxd5 exd5 10 Bd3 
Bg7 11 b4 Qd6 12 Rb1 0-0 13 0-0 a5 14 bxa5 Rxad =, Halkias—Hoffman, Bad- 
wiesse 2006. 


(d) 8... Bd6 9 0-0 Qe7 10 c5 Bc7 11 e4 dxe4 12 Bxe4 0-0 13 b4 Rd8 14 Re1 Nf6 
15 Bc2 b6 16 Ba4! +, Polugaevsky—Mecking, match 1977. 


(e) 13 Qb3 b6 14 b5 Bb7 15 bxc6 Bxc6 16 Rfd1 Rfd8 17 Qb1 Bb7 18 Bd3 Rac8 
19 Be4 Nf6 20 Bxb7 Qxb7 =, Ivanchuk—Karjakin, Ukraine 2006. 


(f) Alternatives are: (A) 7Qc2Nd7 8 e4 dxe4 9 Qxe4 Bb4! 10 Bd3 Qe7 11 0-0 Nf6 
12 Qh4 c5 =, Murey—Mednis, Amsterdam 1987. (B) 7 a3 dxc4 8 Ne5 c5 9 Nxc4 
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cexd4 10 Nb5 Qd8 11 Qxd4 Qxd4 12 Nxd4 Bd7 13 g3 Bc5 14 Nb3 Be7 15 Nca5 
Bc6 16 Nxc6 Nxc6 17 Bg2 Rc8 =, Kasparov—Sveshnikov, USSR Chp. 1981. 
(OC) 7 e4 dxe4 8 Nxe4 Bb4t 9 Ke2 Qf4 10 Qd3 0-0 11 g3 Qc7 12 Bg2 Be7 13 
Rhe1 Nd7 14 Kf1 e5 F, 


(g) 11 Qe2 e5 12 Qxc4 exd4 13 Nxd4 Re8 14 Rfd1 Bf8 15 Rac1 Qg6 16 h3 +, Oms 
Pallise—Granda Zuniga, Tarragona 2006. 


(h) 13 Be4 Qa5 14 Qe2 c5 15 d5 exd5 16 Nxd5 Nxd5 17 Bxd5 Bg4 18 Qxp4 
Qxd2 =, A. Zontakh—Borovikov, Poland 2001. 


(i) (A) 6 a4 Bb4 7 e4 Bxc3t 8 bxc3 Qa5 9 e5 Ne4 10 Bd2 Qd5 11 Be2 c5! +, Cebalo- 
Pinter, Goas-Honved 1987. (B) 6 e3 b5 7 a4 Bb4 8 Nd2 a6 9 axb5 cxb5 10 Nxb5 
axb5! 11 Rxa8 Bb7 12 Bxf6 gxf6 13 Rai e5 oo, Koerholz—Karsa, Luxembourg 
1986. 


(j) 8 e5 is sharp, but White does better with 8 axb5 cxb5 9 Nxb5 Bxe4 10 Qa4 Nc6 
11 Ne5 Bb4t 12 Nc3 Recs! 13 £3 Bd5 =, Dizdar—Pinter, Austria 1997. 


(k) 10 Nxg5 hxg5 11 Bxg5 Nbd7 12 b3 (12 axb5 cxb5 13 Nxb5 Qb6 wins) 
12 ...c5! +, Black is in a main-line Anti-Meran in which he has played the 
useful .. . Bb7 compared with White’s a2-a4. 


(1) 11 Ne5 Nd7 12 Be2 Nxe5 13 dxe5 Qc7 14 Qd4 h3 15 0-0-0 hxg2 16 Rhgi bxa4 
17 Bxc4 a3 +, Kohlweyer-Ribli, Dortmund 1986. 


(m) 13 Nc3 (Kir. Georgiev—Nogueiras, Sarajevo 1985) 13...0-0! 14 Bxc4 Qxfé 
leaves Black clearly ahead.’ 


(n) White’s best line here may be 9 exf6 hxg5 10 fxg7 Bxg7 11 Ne4 cS 12 Nxc5 
Bxf3 13 Qxf3 Qxd4 14 Qxa8 0-0 15 Ne4 Qxb2 16 Rd1 Bc3t 17 Nxc3 Qxc3t = 
(Lukacs),. 


(0) 13 Bxc4 a6 14 Na3? (14 Nc3 ) 14...Rg8 15 0-0 0-0-0 16 Rfci Kb8 17 d5 
Nxe5! 18 Nxe5 fxe5 +, Ilié—Lukacs, Vrnjacka Banja 1987. 


(p) (A) 11...h3 12 gxh3 Bd6 13 Qh5 Rg8 14 Ng4 Qg6 15 Qxg6 Rxg6 16 axb5 Bb7 
17 Bg2 f5 18 Ne3 Rf4 19 Bf3 Rg7 with a messy but very equal position, 
Kaidanov—Ippolito, USA Chp. 2006. (B) 11... Bb7 12 axb5 c5 13 Be2 h3 
14 Bf3 Bxf3 15 gxf3 Bg7 16 b6 a5 17 Qa4 +, P. Cramling—Hermansson: Sweden 
2002. 


(q) 12 Ng4 Qe7 13 Be2 Bg7 14 dxc5 b4 15 Nb5 0-0=, Epishin—Dzhandzhava, Vil- 
nius 1988. 


(t) 13 Qxd4 Nd7 14 Qe4 Qxe5 15 Qxa8 Bb4 16 0-0 Ke7 17 Qf3 Bd6 18 Qh3 b4 
19 Nb5 Qe2 20 Qxh4f6 with high complications, but Black should be favored, 
Goldin—Shabalov, Foxwoods 2005. 


(s) 11 g3?! Nd7 12 Qe2 cS 13 Bg2 cxd4 14 Nxd7 Bxd7 15 Nd5 Qg7 16 Nc7t Kd8 
17 Nxa8 Bb4t 18 Kf1 d3 19 Qd1 Qxb2 20 Rb1 Qd2 21 £4 Qxd1t 22 Rxd1 Ke7 
23 Rb1 Ba3 24 Kel c3 25 Rb3 b4 +, Murshed—Ivanchuk, Sharya 1985, 


(t) 13 Bf3 a6 14 0-0 Bg7 15 a4 b4 16 Ne4 Qf4 17 Qe1 Qe7 18 Qxc4 Bxc6 19 Rac 
Rc8 20 Qxbé4 Bf8 =, Kravtsov—S. Ivanov, Russian Team Chp. 1999. 


SEMI-SLAV DEFENSE 


1 d4 d5 2 c4c6 3 Nf3 Nf6 4 Nc3 e6 5 Bg5 dxc4 6 e4 b5 
7 e5 h6 8 Bh4 g5 9 Nxg5 (Anti-Meran Gambit) 


43 44 45 46 47 48 
9.2... NAB?! svessseee hxgs 
10 Nxf7(a) Bxg5 
Qxh4 NDZ) iiesiiiend tins ati Sonn Cones heenaed eee eteete: Be7 
11 Nxh8 B8(O)icitesscccanetnesedinge exf6 exf6 
Bb4 Qa5......ee Rg&(h) Bb7 Bxf6 
12 Rc1(b) exf6 Bxf6(i) g3(k) Be3 
Qe4t(c) b4 Nxf6 c5 Bb7(o) 
13 Be2 Ne4 exf6 d5 a4 
Nf4 Ba6 Qxfé NB ......... Qb6(m) b4 
14 a3 b3(f) Bg2 dxe6 Bg2 Ne4 
Nxg2t Nb6 Bb7 Bxh1 0-0-0 c5 
15 Kf1 bxc4 a4 e7 0-0 Nxc5 
Ne3t(d) Nxc4(g) 0-0-0(j) Qd7(l) b4(n) Bd5(p) 


(a) 10 Nf3 Qa5 11 Rc1 Bb4 12 Qd2 Nd7 13 Be2 Bb7 14 0-0 c5 15 Rfdi Rc8 
16 Kf1 Bxc3 17 bxc3 b4 18 dxc5 bxc3 19 Qd4 Qxc5 20 Qg4 Qf 21 Qd4 Qc5 =, 
Gavrikov—Nogueiras, Tbilisi 1983. 


(b) Also 12 Qd2 c5 13 a3! cxd4 14 axb4 dxc3 15 bxc3 Nc6 16 Be2 Nxe5 17 0-0 Qfa 
18 Bh5t Ke7 19 Qe2 Qf8 20 Qh7 was winning for White in Sanikidze—Gaanov, 
President’s Cup 2006. 


(c) (A) 12....c5 13 dxc5 Bxc3t 14 bxc3 Qg5 15 Be2 Bb7 16 0-0 Nf4 17 Bf3 + 

. Nikolié-Timman, Wijk aan Zee 1997. (B) Black successfully held the line in 

Iljin—Grachev Czech Open 2006 with the strange 12 .. . Kd7!? 13 Qf3 Qxd4 

14 Ng6 Kc7 15 Be2 Nd7 16 0-0 Nxe5 17 Qg3 Bd6 18 Rfd1 Nxg6 19 Rxd4 Bxg3 

20 hxg3 Nge7 21 Rg4 Bd7 22 Rg7 Drawn (though still complicated). This is 

risky and there are likely improvements to be found, but it shows one may 
still use this line as Black if you like risks. 


(d) 16 fxe3 Qxhit 17 Kf2 Qxh2t 18 Kel Be7 19 Kd2 +, Timman—Ljubojevic, 
Buenos Aires 1980. 


(e) 11 Qf3?! Bb7 12 Be2 Bh6! 13 Bxf6 Nxfé 14 Qxfé Oxia 15 exf6 0-0-0 16 Rd1 b4 
17 Na4 c5 18 Bxc4 Bxg2 19 Rgi Bf3 20 Be2 Bxe2 21 Kxe2 cxd4 +, Hartoch— 
Zuidema, Wijk aan Zee 1973. 


(f) (A) 14Bg2?c3 +. (B) 14 Qf3 Rd8 15 Be2 Nb6 16 Nc5 Rd5d 17 Nxa6 Qxa6 18 Be3 
b3 19 0-0 bxa2 20 b3 Kd7 21 bxc4 +, Krush—Shabalov, Las Vegas 2007. 


(g) 16 Qb3 Qd5 (16... Qf 17 £3 +) 17 £3 Bb5 18 Rci Na3 19 Qxd5 cxd5 
20 Nd2 +, Mecking—Matsuura, Sao Paulo 1995. 
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(h) (A) 11... Bb7 12 Bg2 Qb6 13 exf6 c5 14 d5 transposes into column 47. (B) 
11...b4 12 Ne4 Nxe4 13 Bxd8 Kxd8 14 Bg2 f5 15 exf6 Nexf6 (15 . . . Ndxf6? 
16 Bxe4 Nxe4 17 Qf3 wins, P. Nikolié—Bagirov, Sarajevo 1980) 16 Qe2 Nd5 
17 Qxc4 +, Lipiridi—Lutovinov, corr, 1984. 


(i) 12 h4 Rxg5 13 hxg5 Nd5 14 g6 fxg6 15 Qg4 Qe7 16 Bg2 Qf7 17 Be4 Ne7 
18 Nxb5 cxb5 19 Bxa8 oo, though Novikov—Zivanic, UTA 2006, continued 
19 ...Qxd4 20 0-0 Qxd1 21 Nxd1 Rd4 22 Ne3 a5 23 Rfc1 with better chances 
for White. 


(j) 16 axb5 cxb5 17 Bxb7+ Kxb7 18 Nxb5 Bb4t 19 Nc3 Rxd4 20 Qe2 Qfs5 21 0-0 
Rgd8 22 Nd1! =, Rogers—Kuijf, Wijk aan Zee 1987. White’s pressure against c4 
and the Black king count for more than Black’s control of the d-file. 


(k) 12 Be2?! Qb6 13 0-0 0-0-0 14 a4 b4 15 Ne4 c5 16 Qb1 Qc7 17 Ng3 cxd4 18 Bxc4 
Qc6 19 £3 d3 +, Denker—Botvinnik, USA vs. USSR (radio match) 1945, 


(1) 16 Qxd7+ Nxd7 17 Nxb5 Bxe7 18 fxe7 {6 19 Be3! Kxe7 20h4 Bf3 21 Bxc4 with 
an endgame edge, Ionov—Sherbakov, Russia 1993. 


(m) Other tries have been: (A) 13 . . . Qc7 14 Bg2 b4 15 d6 Qbé6 16 Ne4 0-0-0 
17 0-0 Bd5 18 £4 Bxd6 19 Rc1 Bc7 20 Qe2 Qa5d 21 a3 b3 22 h4 +, Alekseev— 
Yevteevm St. Petersburg 2006; (B) 13...Nxf6 14 Bg2 Be7 15 0-0 Nxd5 
16 Bxe7 Kxe7 17 Nxb5 Qb6 18 Na3 c3 19 Nc4 Qc7 20 bxc3 Nxc3 21 Qd2 Bxg2 
22 Kxg2 Ne4 23 Qe3 Nf6é 24 Qf3 +, van Wely—Dreev, Bern 1993; (C) 13 .. . Bh6é 
14 Bxh6 Rxh6 15 Qd2 Qxf6 16 0-0-0 Kf8 17 £3 exd5 18 Nxd5 Bxd5 19 Qxd5 +, 
Atalik—Ivanisevié, Hungary 1997. 


(n) 16 Rb1! Qa6 17 dxe6 Bxg2 18 e7! Bxf1 (18 . . . Ba8 19 exd8=Qt Kxd8 20 Ne2 
Kc8 21 Qc2 Qe6 22 £3 +, Yermolinsky—Lapshun, Philadelphia 1998) 19 Kxf1 
Bxe7 20 fxe7 Rdg8 21 Ne4 Qc8 22 Nd6 Kb8 23 Bf4 Ka8 24 e8=Q Rxe8 25 Nxe8 
Rxe8 26 Kg1 +, Shulman—Kaidanov, U.S. Chp. 2006. 


(o) 12...Nd7 13 g3 Bb7 14 Bg2 Qc7 15 a4 a6 16 0-0 0-0-0 17 axb5 cxb5 18 Nxb5! 
axb5 19 Ra7 Nc5 20 Qai1 Nb3 21 Bxb7+ Qxb7 22 Rxb7 Nxal 23 Rxf7 Nb3 
24 Rxf6 +, Beliavsky—Agrest, Dresden 2007. 


(p) 16 Rc1 Rg8 17 Bxc4 Rxg2 18 Qh5 +, Nogueiras—Rogers, Dubai Ol. 1986. 
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SLAV DEFENSE 


1 d4.d5 2 c4 c6 3 Nf3 Nf6 4 Nc3 dxc4{a) 


49 -50 51 52 53 54 
5 e3(b) ........ Q4 kel ete a4 
bs Na ..ccsssneee Bg4 
6 a4 e5 e4(n) Ne5 
b4 Nd5 Bg4 Bh5 
7 Nb1(c) a4(h) Bxc4 19s. sacdeisdaaeie g3 
Ba6 e6 e6(0) Nfd7 e6 
8 Qc2(d) AXDB.....ce0e Ng5 Be3 Nxc4 Bg2 
b3(e) Nxc3 hé(k) Be7(p) e5 Bb4 
9 Qd1 bxc3 Nge4 0-0 Ne4(r) 0-0 
e6 cxb5 b4 Nb4 Bb4t . 0-0 
10 Be2(f) Ng5 Nb1 Rel Bd2 Nxc4 
Bb4t(g) Bb7 Ba6(1) 0-0 Qe7 Nd5 
11 Bd2 Qha(i) Nbd2 h3 Bxb4(s) Qd3 
C5 co g6(j) Nf4(m) Bh5(q) Qxb4t(t) Be7(u) 


(a) 4...Qb6 5 Qb3 Bf5 6 c5 Qxb3 7 axb3 e6 8 b4 Be7 9 b5 +, Horvath—Feher, 
Hungary 2006. 


(b) 5 Ne5 b5 6 g3 Bb7 7 Bg2 a6 8 a4 e6 9 Bg5 Qbé 10 0-0 Be7 11 e3 h6 12 f4 hxgs 
13 fxg5 Rf8! 14 gxf6 gxfé 15 Nf3 Nd7 with chances for both sides (Portisch). 


(c) 7 Na2 e6 8 Bxc4 Bb7 9 0-0 Be7 10 Qe2 0-0 11 Rd1 a5 12 Bd2 Nbd7 13 Nei Qb6 
14 Nb3 c5 15 Be1 Rfd8 =, Reshevsky—Smyslov, USA vs. USSR (radio match) 
1945. 


(d) 8 Be2 e6 9 0-0 Be7 10 Nbd2 c3 11 bxc3 bxc3 12 Nb1 Qa5 13 Ba3 c5 =, 
P, Nikolié—Bareev, Pula 1997. 


(e) 8...e6 9 Bxc4 Bxc4 10 Qxe4 Qd5 11 Nbd2 Nbd7 12 Qe2 Ne4 =, Stahlberg— 
Euwe, Stockholm Ol. 1937. 


(f) 10 Nbd2?! Qd5 11 Bez Nbd7 12 0-0 Rb8! 13 Nbi Ne4 +, Adorjan—Torre, 
Toluca Int. 1982. 


(g) 10... Nd57! 11 0-0 Nb4 12 Na3 Nd3?! 13 Nxc4 +, Varnusz—Utasi, Hungary 
1990. 


(h) 7 Ng5 f6! 8 Nge4 f5 9 Ng5 e6 10 h4 Na6 11 Bez Be7 12 Bh5t g6 13 Be2 Nab4 
14 Nf3 Nxc3 15 bxc3 Nd5 +, Wockenfuss—Weimer, Bundesliga 1983-84. 


(i) 11 Qg4 Bd5 12 Be2 Nc6 13 0-0 a5 14 Ne4 h5 15 Qf4 Be7 =, R. Rodr{guez—Thip- 
say, Bangalore 1981. 


(j) Better than 11... Qd7 12 Be2 Bd5 13 Nxh7 Nc6 14 Nfét gxf6 15 Qxh8 0-0-0 
16 Qh3 =. After 11... g6 12 Qg4 Be7 13 Be2 Bd5 Black’s chances are at least 
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equal, e.g. 14 Bf3 Nc6 15 Ne4 h5 16 Qf4 a5 17 00 Ra7 +, Magerramov— 
Sasikirin, Dubai 2002. 


(k) 8... Be7 9 Nge4 b4 10 Nb1 Ba6 (or 10... f5!) 11 Qg4 Kf8 12 Be2 Nd7 =, 
Sosonko—Hiibner, Brussels (blitz) 1987. 


(1) 10... Qh4 11 Qf3 f5 12 exf6 Nxf6 13 Nxf6t+ Qxf6 14 Qe4! + (Donaldson). 


(m) 12 Qg4 Nd3t 13 Bxd3 cxd3 14 Nd6t Bxd6 15 Qxg7 Bfs8! 16 Qxh8 Qxd4 
17 0-0 Nd7 18 Nf3 Qg4! 19 Bxh6 Qh5 20 Bg7 Qxh8 21 Bxh8 Bhé with excel- 
lent play for the exchange, Fiorito-Smyslov, Buenos Aires 1990. 


(n) 6 e3 Bg4 7 Bxc4 e6 8 h3 Bhd 9 0-0 Nb4 10 Qe2 Be7 11 Rd1 0-0 12 g4 Bg6 13 e4 
Nd7! =, Kramnik—Short, Moscow 1996. 


(o) 7... Bxf3 8 gxf3 e6 9 Bxa6?! bxa6 leaves Black with good counterplay despite 
his weakened pawns, Ivanchuk-Smyslov, Tallinn (rapid) 1996. 9 Be3 should 
be tried. 


(p) 8...Nb4 9 Be2 a5 10 0-0 Be7 11 Ne5 Bxe2 12 Qxe2 0-0 13 Rad1 Nd7 14 f4 f6 
15 Nc4 +, Wilder—Christiansen, U.S. Chp. 1987. 


(q) 12 Qe2 c5 (12... Qa5d 13 g4! Bg6 14 Nd2 Rfd8 15 f4 +) 13 dxc5 Qa5 14 g4 Bg6 
15 Nd2 +, Pedersen—Grétarsson, Torshavn 1997, 


(r) 9 Be3 Bg6 10 h4 f6 11 dxe5 Nxe5 12 Qxd8tKxd8 13 Nxe5 fxe5 14 h5 +, 
Krasenkow-Sapis, Polish Chp. 1997. 


(s) 11 dxe5 0-0 12 Rc1 b5 13 Bxb4 Qxb4t 14 Qd2 Qxa4 15 Qa5 Qxad 16 Nxad 
Bg6 =, Dohosian—Bareev, Irkutsk 1986. 


(t) 12 Qd2 Qxd2t 13 Kxd2 exd4 14 Ned6+ Ke7 15 Nf5+ Kf6 16 Nxd4 Rd8 17 e4 
Nc5 18 Ke3 Rxd4 19 Kxd4 Nb3t 20 Kc3 Nxa1 21 Be2 Ke7 22 Rxa1 with just.a 
small endgame edge, Beliavsky—Rublevsky, Tivat 1995. 


(u) 12 e4 Nb4 13 Qd2 N8a6 14 b3 Qc7 with chances for both sides, Kamsky— 
Gelfand, Tilburg 1992. 
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SLAV DEFENSE 


1 d4d5 2 c4c6 3 Nf3 Nf6 4 Nc3 a6 


55 56 57 58 59 60 
5 Ces OS is easel es emis tier eses CD. sieenwese, Diasesitedve ants Bg5 
e6 BG visces cadens b5 Nbd7 b5(r) Ne4 (u) 
6 Bg5 Be2 c5 (j) Bfa c5 h4(v) 
Nbd7(a) Bg7 g6 (k) Nh5 g6(s) Nxc3 
7 e3(b) 0-0 b4() Bg5(o) Bg2 bxc3 
Qa5 0-0 Bg4 hé Bg7 dxc4 
8 cxd5(c) a4(g) h3(m) Bd2 0-0 g3 
exd5 Be6(h) Bxf3 Nhf6 0-0 b5 
9 Bd3 Ng5 gxf3 Qce2(p) h3 Bg2 
Ne4 Bc8 a5 Qc7 Nbd7 Bb7 
10 0-0 Qb3 bxa5 e4 Be3 0-0 
Nxg5(d) b6 Bg7 dxe4 b4 Nd7 
11 Nxg5 Bd2 f4 Nxe4 Nbi e4 
Be7 e6 Qa5 Nxe4 a5 hé 
12 f4(e) Nf3 Bd2 Qxe4 a3 Bf4 
Nf6(f) Nbd7(i) b4(n) Nf6(q) Ba6(t) e6(w) 


(a) (A) 6... a5!? 7 g3 Nbd7 8 Bg2 hé 9 Bf4 Bb4 10 0-0 0-0 11 Nd2 g5 12 Be3 Ng4 
13 Qc2 f5 14 Nd1 Q{fé gives Black fair play, Miton—Prie, French League 2007. 
(B) 6... Bb4 7 Qb3 Qa5 8 Bxfé gxfé 9 g3 Nd7 10 Bg2 f5 11 0-0 Be7 12 e3 +, 
Gagunashvilli—Milov, Chicago 2007. 


(b) 7 a5 h6 8 Bxf6 Nxf6 9 c5 g6 10 Qc2 Bg7 11 e4 dxe4 12 Nxe4 Nxe4 13 Qxe4 
with a spatial advantage, Babula—Jirka, Czech Chp. 2007. 


(c) 8 Bxf6 Nxf6 9 Bd3 Bb4 10 Rc1c5 11 0-0 dxc4 12 Bxc4 0-0 13 Qb3 Bd7 14 dxc5 
Bxe3 15 Qxe3 Qxe3 16 Rxe3 Ne4 17 Reel NeS =, Mahia—Lemito, Argentina 
2007, 


(a) 10... Nxe3 11 bxc3 Qxc3 12 e4! dxe4 13 Re1 gives White a dangerous initia- 
tive. 


(e) 12 Qh5 Bxg5 13 Qxg5 0-0 14 Qe7 Nf6 15 b4 Qd8,16 Qxd8 Rxd8 17 bd =, 
Lapcevic—Krivoborodov, Herceg Novi 2005. 


(f) 13 Qc2 h6 14 Nf3 Be6 15 Ne5 +, Gelfand—Kamsky, Candidates 2007. White 
has the play. a 


(g) Also promising is 8 Qb3 dxc4?! 9 Bxc4 b5 10 Be2 Nbd7 11 e4 Nb8 12 Bf4 +, 
Carlsen—Malakov, WCC 2005. 


(h) 8... Bg4 9 a5 dxc4 10 h3 Bxf3 11 Bxf3 Ne8 12 Ne4 Nd6 13 Nxd6 exd6 14 b3 3 
15 Qd3 d5 was all right for Black in Mamedyarov—Kamsky, Wijk aan Zee 2006. 
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(i) 13 cxd5 exd5 14 a5 b5 15 Rfd1 Re8 16 Rac1 Bf8 17 Na2 +, Gelfand—Kamsky, 
Candidates 2007, 


(j) 6 b3 Bg4 7 Be2 Nbd7 8 0-0 e6 9 h3 Bf5 10 Bd3 Bxd3 11 Qxd3 Be7 12 cxd5 cxd5 
13 a4 b4 =, Acs—Bacrot, Bundesliga 2007. 


(k) 6... Nbd7 7 Qb3 Rb8 8 Be2 e5 9 0-0 Be7 10 Nel 0-0 11 Nd3 Qc7 12 f3 Re8 
13 Bd2 +, Nakamura—Pert, Gibraltar 2005. 


Ql) 7 Ne5 Bg7 8 Be2 0-0 9 0-0 Be6 10 £4 Qc7 11 g4 Ne4 12 Bf3 f5 =, Gelfand— 
Bareev, WCC 2005. 


(m) 8 a4 Nbd7 9 Bb2 Bg7 10 Ne2 Bxf3 11 gxf3 0-0 12 f4 Qc7 13 Nc1 Rfb8 
14 Nb3 +, Kozul—Kuljasevic, Warsaw 2005. 


(n) 13 Ne2 Ne4 14 Bg2 Nxd2 15 Qxd2 Nd7 16 0-0 0-0 17 Rab1 Qa2 18 Rb2 Qa6 =, 
Kamsky-—Bacrot, Candidates 2007, 


(0) 7 Bd2 Nhf6 8 Qc2 g6 9 g3 Bg7 10 Bg2 0-0 11 0-0 Re8 12 Radi a5 13 h3 b6 
14 exb6 Qxb6 15 Rc1 +, Potkin—Kobalia, Sochi 2007. 


(p) 9 Bf4 Nh5 10 Be5 Nxe5 11 Nxe5 g6 12 Qc2 Be6 13 e3 Bg7 14 f4 0-0 15 g4 Nf6é 
16 f5 leaves White on top, Kasimdzhanov—Bacrot, Corsica (rapid) 2006. 


(q) 13 Qc2 Be6 14 Bd3 (14 0-0-0 is also promising) 14... Nd7 15 0-0 Bd5 16 Rfe1 
e6 17 Ne5 Nxe5 18 dxe5 +, Svetushkin—Vysochin, Capelle la Grande 2005. 


(rt) 5... Nbd7 6 cxd5 (perhaps not best) 6... cxd5 7 Bg2 b5 8 0-0 e6 9 Bf4 Bb7 
10 Re1 Rc8 11 Qd3 Be7 =, Romanov-Spless, Dresden 2007. 


(s) 6... Bf5 7 Nh4 e6 8 Bg2 Be7 9 Nxf5 exf5 10 Qd3 g6 11 Bh6é Bf8 12 Bg5 Be7 
13 Bh6 Bf8 14 Bf4 Be7 15 h3 +, Eljanov-Simonet, Spain 2006. 


(t) 13 axb4 axb4 14 Rad Bb5 15 Rb4 Qa5 16 Bd2 Ne4 17 Re1 Nxd2 18 Qxd2 +, 
Khalifman—Volkov, Russia 2005. 


(u) 5... dxc4 6 a4 Nd5 7 e4 Nxc3 8 bxc3 b5 9 Be2 +, Rakhmanulov—Shegda, 
Ukraine 2007. 


(v) 6 e3 Nxg5 7 Nxg5 e6 8 {4 Be7 9 Nf3 0-0 10 Qc2 c5 with good counterplay, 
Umarsky—Movsesian, Internet 2005. 


(w) 13 g4 Be7 14 a4 Nb6 15 g5 hxg5 16 hxg5 Bd6 with chances for both sides, 
Dreev—Malakhov, WCC 2005. 
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SLAV DEFENSE 


1 d4d52c4c6 3 Nf3 Nf6 4 Nc3 dxc4 5 a4 BS 7 
61 62 63 64 65 66 


6 N@D sci theta dotiierdices Sie ey e3 
e6(a) e6 
7 £3(b) Bxc4 
Bb4(c) Bb4 
a, ee Nxc4.....06 Bg5(g) 0-0 
Bxe4 0-0 he Nbd7(k)........ccceveceneer 0-0 
9 fxe4 Bg5 Bh4 Qe2vecc ceiver Nh4{n) Nh4(q) 
Nxe4 hé c5 0-0(1) Bg4 Nbd/7(r) 
10 Bd2(d) Bh4 dxc5 e4 £3(0) Nxf5 
Qxd4 c5 Qxdit(h) Bg6 Bh5 exf5 
11 Nxe4 dxc5 Kxd1(i) Bd3 g4 Qc2 


Qxe4t(e) Qxdit(f) Nbd7{(j) Bh5(m) Nd5(p) g6(s) 


(a) 6... Nbd7 7 Nxc4 Nb6!? 8 Ne5 a5 is a relatively new alternative—(A) 9 e3 h6 
10 Bd3 Bxd3 11 Nxd3 Nbd5 12 Qb3 Qb6 13 Qxb6 Nxb6 =, Topalov—Gelfand, 
Melody Amber 2005. More testing seems (B) 9 g3 e6 (9... Nfd7 10 Nxd7 Qxd7 
11 e4 Bh3 12 Bxh3 Qxh3 13 Qb3 Ra6 14 Bf4 e6 15 Be5 +, Aronian—Carlsen, 
Candidates Match 2007) 10 Bg2 Bb4 11 0-0 0-0 12 Bg5 h6 13 Bxf6 Qxié 14 Na2 
Bd6 15 Qb3 Qd8 16 e4 Bh7 17 Rfd1 Rb8 with level chances, Vaganian— 
Handke, Dresden 2007. 


(b) 7 g3 Bb4 8 Bg2 Be4! 9 f3 Bg6 10 0-0c5 11 NaZ Bad 12 dxc5 Qd5 =, I. Sokolov— 
Bareev, Leon 1995. 


(c) 7...c5 8 e4 Bg6 9 Be3 cxd4 10 Qxd4 Qxd4 11 Bxd4 Nfd7 12 Nxd7 Nxd7 
13 Bc4 Rc8 14 Ba2 a5 15 h4 h5 =, Ponomariov—Rublevsky, Candidates Match 
2007. If Instead 8... cxd4 9 exf5 Bb4 10 fxe6 fxe6 11 Be4 dxc3 12 Qxd8t Kxd8 
13 Ke2 cxb2 14 Bxb2 Ke7 15 Nd3 Rc8 16 Rac1 White has some play for the 
pawn, P.H. Nielsen—Baramidze, Dresden 2007. 


(d) 10 Qf3 Qxd4 11 Qxf7t Kd8 12 Bg5+ Nxg5 13 Qxe7 Bxc3t 14 bxc3 Qxc3t 
15 Ke2 Qc2t 16 Ke1 Qc3t is a draw. 


(e) 12 Qe2 Bxd2t 13 Kxd2 Qd5t 14 Ke2 Na6 15 Nxc4 0-0-0 16 Qe5 f6 17 Qe3 Kb8 
18 Be2 e5 =, Kramnik—Ivanchuk, Linares 1994, ‘ 


(f) 12 Kxd1 (12 Rxd1 Bc2 13 Rc1 Bxa4 14 Bxf6 gxf6 15 Ral Bb3 16 Nb6 Nc6 
17 Nxa8 Rxa8 18 e3 Bxc5 +, Bareev—Ehlvest, USSR 1986; the extra pawn, two 
bishops, and more harmonious development easily compensate for the sacri- 
ficed exchange) 12...Rd8t 13 Kcl Nc6 14 e4 Bh7 15 Bf2 Nd7 16 Bd3 
Bxc5 F, Akopian—Oll, New York 1994. 


(g) 8h4c5 9 dxc5 Qa5d 10 Qd4 Bxc5 11 Qxc4 0-0 12 e4 Bd6 13 Nd3 Bg3t 14 Kd1 
Bg6 +, Kelecevic—Pelletier, Biel 1996. 
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(h) Also good is 10... Qa5 11 Qd4 Nc6 12 Nxc6 bxc6 13 e4 Bxc5! 14 Qxc4 Bg6 
with no problems, Adianto—Kramnik, London (rapid) 1994. 


(i) 11 Rxd1 Be2 12 Rd4 Nc6 13 Rxc4 a5 14 Nxc6 bxc6 =. 


(j) 12 Nxd7 0-0-0 13 e4 Rxd7t 14 Kc2 Bg6 15 Bxc4 Bxc5 16 a5 Nd5! with coun- 
terplay, Petursson—Hector, Malmé 1993. 


(k) Black’s major decision in this variation is whether to delay ... 0-0 for one 
move. Both 8... 0-0 and 8... Nbd7 have their advantages: the former leaves 
Black better placed to meet 9 Qb3, and the latter to meet 9 Nh4. 


(1) On 9...Bg6 10 e4 Bxc3!7? (10 . . . 00 transposes into the column) 11 bxc3 
Nxe4 12 Ba3 Qc7 13 Rfe1 Nxc3 14 Qe3 Ne4 15 Ne5 Nxe5 16 dxe5 White has 
the initiative for the pawn, Pelletier—L'Ami, Bundesliga 2006. 


(m) 12 e5 (12 Bf4 Re8—threatening ...e5—13 e5 Nd5 =) 12...Nd5 13 Nxd5 
cxd5 14 Qe3 Be7 15 Ng5 Bxg5 16 Qxg5 Bg6 17 Be2 Nb8 =, Gelfand—Miton, 
Sochi 2007. 


(n) 9 Qb3 a5 10 Na2 Be7 11 Qxb7 (11 Nh4 Be4 12 Nc3 Nb6 13 Be2 0-0 =) 
11... Rb8 12 Qa6 Ra8 13 Qxc6 RcB 14 Qb5 Rb8 is a draw. 


(0) Not good is 10 Qb3 a5 11 £3 Bh5 12 g3 0-0 13 Bd2 c5 14 Be2 cxd4 15 exd4 Nc5 
16 Qc4 Rc8 17 Rad1 Ne4 winning, K. Georgiev—Hasbun, Internet 2007. 


(p) 12 Ng2 (12 Qe1!?7) 12...Bg6 13 Na2 Be7 14 e4 N5b6 15 Bb3 a5 16 Nc3 h5 
17 Nf4 Nf8! with chances for both sides in a complicated position, Tuakmakov— 
Ehlvest, Kuybyshev 1986. 


(q) (A) 9 Qb3 Qe7 10 a5 c5 11 Ned cxd4 12 exd4 Nc6 13 Nxc6 bxc6 14 Bg5 
Rab8 =, (B) 9 Qe2 Bgé6 (9. . . Nbd7 transposes into column 64) 10 Ne5 Nbd7 11 
Nxg6 hxg6 12 Rd1 Qa5 13 Bd2 e5 14 d5 Rad8 =, Karpov-Kramnik, Monaco 
(blindfold) 1995. 


(r) 9... Bg6 10 Nxg6 hxg6 11 Qc2 (Sadler) leaves White with two bishops and 
prepared to meet Black’s pawn breaks. 


(s) 12 £3 Rc8 13 Rdi Qe7 14 e4 fxe4 15 Nxe4 Nxe4 16 fxe4 c5 17 d5 Qd6 18 a5 a6 
19 Rf1 Ree8 20 Bhé Ned 21 g3 £6 22 Bxf8 Rxf8 with compensation for the ex- 
change, Onischuk-Shirov, Russia 2006. 
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SLAV DEFENSE 


1d4 d52c4c6 


67 68 69 70 71 72 
3 NES oo. . se eee LS (os eee cxd5 (Exchange Variation) 
Nf6 e6 cxd5 
4 e3 e4(e).......5. Nf3 Nc3 
Bf5 dxe4 dxc4 Nf6 
5 Nc3(a) Nxe4. a4(k) Bf4. 
e6 Bb4t Bb4 Nc6 
6 Nh4(b) Bd2(f) e3 e3 
Be4(c) Qxd4 b5 Btos2d.ccaniesevaccnganev eee e6(s) 
7 Qb3 Bxb4. Bd2 Nf3 Nf3 
Qb6 Qxe4t a5 e6 Be7(t) 
8 Qxb6 Be2(g) axb5 Bb5(m)...... Ned Bd3 
axb6 Na6(h) Bxc3 Nd7 Nxe5 0-0 
9 Bd2 Bc3(i) Bxc3 Qa4(n) Bxe5 h3 
h6 Ne7 cxb5 - Rc8(o) Nd7 Bd7 
10 cxd5 Bxg7 b3 0-0 Qb3(q) 0-0 
exd5(d) Rg8(j) Bb7(1) a6(p) Nxe5(r) Qb6(u) 


(a) 5 cxd5 cxd5 6 Nc3 Nc6! (6... . e6 7 Qb3 Qb6 8 Bb5t Nc6 9 Na4 Qc7 10 Bd2 +) 
7 Ne5 Bd7 8 Bd3 e6 9 0-0 Bd6 10 f4 Ne7 11 Bd2 Bc6 12 Bel Nf5 13 Qf3 Be7 
14 Qh3 Nd6 +, Milov—M. Gurevich, Corsica 2006. 


(b) 6 Bd3 Bxd3 7 Qxd3 Nbd7 8 0-0 Be7 9 e4 dxe4 10 Nxe4 Nxe4 11 Qxe4 0-0 
12 Bf4 Qad =, Sakaev—Rublevsky, Duisburg 1992. 


(c) (A) 6...Bg4 7 Qb3 Qc7 8 h3 Bhd 9 g4 Bg6 10 g5 dxc4 11 Qxc4 Nd5 12 Nxg6 
hxg6 13 Bg2 +, Dreev—M. Gurevich, Cap d’ Agde 2000. (B) 6... Bg6 7 Nxg6 
hxg6 8 Rb1!? Nbd7 9 c5 a5 10 a3 e5 11 b4 axb4 12 axb4 Qc7 13 f4 exf4 14 exf4 
Be7 15 Be2 Nf8 16 0-0 Ne6 17 g3 Qd7 =, Topalov-Kramnik, World Chp. 2006. 


(d) 11 £3 Bh7 12 g4 b5 13 Nfs h5 14 h3 g6 15 Ng3 h4 =, P, Nikolié—Beliavsky, Sara- 
jevo 1982. 


(ce) 4 Bf4 dxc4 5 e3 b5 6 a4 Qbé! 7 Qf3? bxa4! 8 Ra2 Qb3 9 Bxb8 Rxb8 10 Qxc6t 
Bd7 11 Qxc4 a3 +, Epishin—Boiman, Krasnodar 1982. The absence of White’s 
bishop from the queenside is clearly felt. The column is the Marshall Gambit. 


(f) 6 Nc3 c5 7 a3 Bad 8 Be3 Nf6 9 Nf3 Nc6 10 dxc5 Qxdit 11 Rxd1 Ne4 12 Rc1 
Nxc3 13 bxc3 e5 14 Nd2 Bf5 =, Lerner—Lukacs, Polanica Zdroj 1986. 


(g) A good alternative is 8 Ne2 Na6 9 Bf8 Ne7 (9... . Qe5 10 Qd2 Qfé 11 Bd6 Ne7 
12 Ng3 0-0 13 Ne4 favors White, Krush—-Novikov 2001) 10 Bxg7 Nb4 
(10... Rg8 is safer) 11 Qd6 Nc2t 12 Kd2 Nxa1 13 Nd4 gives White a strong at- 
tack, Sarkar—Fernandez, ICC Open 2005. 
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(h) The most logical move, concentrating on development. The immediate cap- 
ture on g2 is very risky, though the alternative capture 8... c5 9 Bxc5 Qxg2 is 
sometimes tried; e.g., 10 Bf3 Qg5 11 Bd6 Ne7 12 Ne2 Nbc6 13 Rgl Qadt 
14 Nc3 Nfs =, Hjartarson—Werf, Reykjavik 1996. 


(i) 9 Bd6 b6 10 Nf3 Bb7 11 0-0 c5? 12 Nh4! Qxh4 13 Qa4t Kd8 14 Radi Kc8 
15 Qe8t Qd8 16 Qxd8t Kxd8 17 Bfst wins, Onischuk—Shulman, HB Global 
2005. Black could instead try 9... Qxg2 (or 9... e5) 10 Bf3 Qg6 11 Ne2 Nfé 
12 b4 e5 with unclear chances, Cmilyte-—Kempinski, Amplico Life (rapid) 
2006. 


(j) 11 B£6 Qf4 12 Bxe7 (12 Bc3 Rxg2 13 Nf3 Nf5! +) 12... Kxe7 13 g3 Qed 14 Qb1 
b6 15 Nf3 Qf6 16 0-0 Bb7 =, Sherbakov—Novikov, St. Petersburg 1995. 


(k) (A) On 5 Bg5 Black can choose between 5...f6and5...Qa5, or transpose 
into the Anti-Meran (columns 43—48) with 5... Nf6. (B) 5 e3 b5 6 a4 b4 7 Ne4 
Ba6 8 Qc2 Qd5 9 Ned2 c3 is equal. 


(1) The Abrahams-Noteboom Variation. 11 bxc4 (11 d5 Nf6 is all right for Black) 
11... b4 12 Bb2 Nf6 13 Bd3 Nbd7 14 0-0 0-0 15 Re1 Re8 16 c5 Bc6 17 Bc2 
Ne4 18 Ba4 Qc7 19 Qc2 Rec8 20 Rec1 Qb7 21 Ne1 Nef6 22 £3 Nd5 23 e4 +, 
Svetushkin—Tzermiaddianos, Litchoro Cup 2006. 


(m) (A) 8 Qb3 Bb4 9 Bb5 Nd7 10 0-0 a6 11 Bxc6 bxc6 12 Rfc1 £6 13 Qxb6 Nxbé 
14 Bc7 Nc4 15 Na4 Ra7 16 Bg3 Rb7 17 b3 Na5 18 Nc5 Bxc5 19 Rxc5 Rb5 20 
Raci Kd7 =, Akobian—Finegold, Chicago 2005. (B) 8 Bd3 Bxd3 9 Qxd3 Bd6é 10 
Bxd6 Qxd6 has been a common route to a quick draw. 


(n) 9 0-0 Be7 10 Bxc6 bxc6 11 Rcl Rc8 = 12 Na4? g5! 13 Bg3 h5 14 h3 g4 5, 
Seirawan—Beliavsky, Brussels 1988. 


(o) 9... Qb6 is a solid alternative—10 Nh4 Be7 11 Rfc1 0-0 12 Nd1 Rfc8 13 Rc3 
a6 14 Bxc6 Rxc6 15 Rxc6 Qxc6 16 Qxc6 bxc6 =, Lechtynsky—Haba, Czech 
League 2005. 


(p) 11 Bxc6 Rxc6 12 Rfcl Be7 13 Nd1 b5 14 Qb3 Rc4 15 Nd2 Rxcl 16 Rxc1 0-0 
17 Qc3 b4 18 Qc6 Bd3 =, Kramnik—Rublevsky, USSR 1990.. 


(q) 10 Bg3 (10 Bb5 a6 =) 10...a6 11 Bd3 Bxd3 12 Qxd3 Be7 13 0-0 0-0 14 Rfcl 
Rc8 15 Ne2 Qa5 =, U. Andersson—Smeets, Amsterdam 2006. 


(r) 11 dxe5 Be7 12 Bb5t (12 Qxb7?! 00 +) 12...Kf8 13 0-0 g5 14 Rac1 Kg7 
15 Be2 Qb6 16 Nb5 Rhc8 17 Rc3 Bg6 18 Rfci Rc6 =, Lautier—Bareev, Biel Int. 
1993. 


(s) 6... a6 7 Bd3 Bg4 8 Nge2 =. 


(t) 7...Nh58 Bg5 Qb6 9 Bb5 h6 10 Bh4 Bd7 11 0-0 Rc8 12 Nd2 Nf6 13 Bxf6 gxf6 
14 e4! +, Ilescas-Magem Badals, Spain 1995. 


(u) 11 Qe2 Rfc8 12 Ne5 Be8 13 g4 Qd8 with roughly equal chances, Konikowski— 
Schmidt, Germany 1994. 


CHIGORIN’S DEFENSE 


1 d4 d5 2c4 Nc6 


nor 


E a j 
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mat 
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AMED AFTER THE RUSSIAN MASTER Of the late nineteenth century, Chi- 
gorin’s Defense goes against traditional principles by not main- 

taining the central outpost at d5 and by blocking the often useful 
c-pawn. Furthermore, Black must be willing to trade a bishop for a knight 
in order to maintain a central presence. This leaves most grandmasters 
with a distrust of the opening, yet its practical results are quite reasonable. 
Black gains quick development and piece pressure on the center. The ad- 
dition of surprise value makes the defense respectable, and it has been 
used by many grandmasters on occasion. The one top player to use the 
Chigorin regularly is Russia’s Morozevich, who will play it even against 
Kramnik! He continues to find inventive ideas in this less analyzed open- 
ing and his results remain good. The prevailing opinion, however, is that 
a well prepared opponent could present difficult problems. At the club 
level this is not a major concern. 

Columns 1-3 begin 3 Nf3 Bg4 when Black usually captures on f3, 
ceding the two bishops, but developing quickly and usually doubling 
White’s pawns. Column 1 is quite interesting as Black plays with two 
knights against two bishops. 3 Nc3 (columns 4—5) attempts to gain a big 
center by eliminating Black’s d5 outpost so that e2-e4 can be played. Col- 
umn 6 (3 cxd5) leaves White with the bishop pair and Black with a devel- 
oped, centralized position. 
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CHIGORIN’S DEFENSE 


1 d4 d5 2 c4 Nc6 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
3 NES iiccitischpnce Sitniaii ee acaae ten NGS sider heehee: cxd5 
Bg4 dxc4......... Nf6é Qxd5 
4 Cxd5 (a) tiivais cane atea aes Qa4 Nf3(1) cxd5(p) e3 
Bxf3 Bxf3 Nf6(m) Nxd5 e5 
5 gxf3(b)...... dxc6 gxf3(i) e4(n) e4 Nc3 
Qxd5 Bxc6 e6(j) Bg4 Nxc3 Bb4 
6 e3 Nc3 Nc3 Be3 bxc3 Bd2 
e5(c) e6(f) Bb4 e6 e5 Bxc3 
7 Nc3 e4 cxd5 Bxc4 d5(q) bxc3(r) 
Bb4 Bb4 exd5 Bb4 Nb8 Qdé(s) 
8 Bd2 £3 a3 Qc2 Be3 Bd3 
Bxc3 Qh4t(g) Bxc3t 0-0 a6 Nge7 
9  bxc3 g3 bxc3 Rd1 Qb3 Ne2 
exd4(d) Qhs Ne7 Bxf3 Nd7 0-0 
10 cxd4 Be3 Rb1 gxf3 Nf3 0-0 
Nge7(e) 0-0-0(h) Rb8&(k) Nh5(o0) Bd6 = b6 = 


(a) 4 Nc3 e6 (4... e5 5 cxd5 Bxf3 6 gxf3 exd4 7 dxc6 dxc3 8 cxb7 +) 5 Bf4 Bxf3 
6 gxf3 Bd6 7 Bg3 Nge7 =, Kramnik—Morozevich, Siemans Giants 2000. 


(b) 5 exf3 Qxd5 6 Be3 0-0-0 7 Nc3 Qa5d 8 Bb5 Nxd4 9 Bxd4 e5 leaves Black on top, 
Svendsen—Reefschlager, Gausdal 1995. , 


(c) Safer is 6...e6 7 Nc3 Qh5 8 Bg2 0-0-0 9 f4 Qxdit 10 Kxd1 Nce7 11 Ke2 
Nf6 =, Filipov—Miles, Carlos Torre Open 2000. Black plans... h6 and... g5 
at some point to open the kingside. 


(d) 9...Qd6 10 Rb1 b6 11 £4 exf4 12 e4 Nge7 13 Qf3 Qa3 14 Qxf4 Qxa2 15 Rd1 
Qe6 16 Be2 +, Sakaev—de Firmian, Copenhagen 2005. 


(e) 11 Bg2 0-0-0 12 Qb3 Qg5 13 Rg1 Qh5 14 Rb1 =, Ivanchuk-Brynell, Swedish 
League 2004. 


(f) 6... Nf6 7£3e5 8 dxe5 Nd7 9 e6 fxe6 10 e4 +, Schlenga—Knippel, Bundesliga 
1989. 


(g) 8... 5 9 Bc4 is a risky line, but playable. 


(h) 11 Bg2 f5 12 0-0 Bxc3 13 bxc3 Nf6 14 exf5 +, Shulman—Savage, World Open 
2002. 


(i) 5 exf3 e6 6 Nc3 Nge7 7 Bg5 =, I. Ivanov-—J. Watson, New York 1984. 
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() 5...e5 6 dxe5 Qh4 7 Rg1 Qxh2 8 cxd5 Qxgi leaves a wild and unbalanced 
position, Dubrinka—Segal, Rotterdam 1998. 


(k) The position is dynamically equal, Malaniuk—Morozevich, Alushta 1994. 


(I) 4d5 Ne5 5 Qd4Ng6 6 e4 e5 7 Qxe4 Bdé =, Goldin—Morozevich, St. Petersburg 
1993, : 


(m) 4...a6 5 d5 Nb8 6 e4 b5 is an interesting try for Black, Spierings—Tait, Leeds 
1990. 


(n) White has a choice of playable alternatives in 5 e3, 5 d5, and 5 Bg5. 
(0) 11 e5 Ne7 12 0-0 c6 =, Diep vs. Deep Sjeng, Graz 2003. 


(p) 4 Nf3 dxc4 transposes into column 4, but 4... Bg4 5 cxd5 Nxd5 6 e4 is better 
for White, Rey—Leski, San Francisco 1987, 


(q) 7 Nf3 exd4 8 cxd4 Bb4t 9 Bd2 Qe7 = (J. Watson). 


(t) 7 Bxc3 exd4 8 Ne2 Nf6 9 Nxd4 0-0 10 Nb5 Qg5! 11 Nxc7 Bg4 with very active 
play, Bannick—Fercec, Oberwart 2003. 


(s) 7... exd4 8 cxd4 Nfé 9 Ne2 +, Burmakin—Marinsek, Ljubljana 1994. The col- 
umn is Brenninkmeijer-Skembris, Wijk aan Zee 1995. 
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OTHER QUEEN PAWN 
OPENINGS 


DUTCH DEFENSE 


1d4 f5 


Af ein 
ay Gag Uy Yay 
ore 20 at 


LY 


nN 


HE DuTcH DEFENSE ensures an imbalanced pawn structure and a 
fighting game. There is a definite measure of risk to this—moving 

the f-pawn on the first move impacts the king’s safety. The Dutch 
has been compared to the Sicilian Defense to the king pawn, as the initial 
pawn structure is a mirror image, though there is a difference. The issue 
of king safety has been the main reason the Dutch has remained less fash- 
ionable than the more solid Slav or Nimzo-Indian defense. Nonetheless it 
has been fairing pretty well in the last decade, particularly the Leningrad 
Variation. Its main adherent internationally is the strong grandmaster 
Friso Nijboer, who in fact resides in Holland. 

The opening was first mentioned by the Dutch analyst Elias Stein in 
his Nouvel essai sur le jeu des échecs (1789). It attained popularity in the 
“hypermodern” revolution of the 1920s, when Alekhine and Nimzovich 
were its chief adherents. Ten years later Botvinnik forged the Stonewall 
Variation into an effective weapon, but still the Dutch was regarded as po- 
sitionally suspect. 30 years later the adventurous Dane, Bent Larsen, car- 
ried the torch with victories from the opening, and in the 1990s the Dutch 
had a following with use by Short, Kramnik, and Yusupov. 

The Leningrad Variation, 1 d4 f5 2 g3 Nf6 3 Bg2 g6, (columns 1-12), 
is by far the most popular line in recent times. Black fianchettos his dark- 
squared bishop (which helps with king safety) and keeps his center pawns 
flexible. Columns 1—6 deal with the main line Leningrad, while columns 
7-12 deal with various deviations White has tried in an attempt for the 
advantage. 

The Stonewall Variation (columns 13—16) is characterized by Black 
setting up a white-squared pawn chain (f5, e6, d5, c6) to block out White’s 
forces. The drawback is that the pawn wall is inflexible. 
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The Ilyin-Zhenevsky System (columns 17—18) with Black pawns on 
d6 and e6 is not often played nowadays as Black has trouble in the center. 
White should play to break with e4 (column 17) as more quiet play (col- 
umn 18) allows Black reasonable chances. 

Less common systems are covered in columns 19-24. Column 19 is 
a counter-Stonewall by White. Column 20 is the Staunton Gambit (2 e4) 
which is not in much favor today. 2 Bg5 (columns 21-22) and 2 Nc3 
(columns 23-24) are simple but potent systems that have gained favor 
since the last edition. 
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DUTCH DEFENSE 
Leningrad Variation 
1 d4 f5 2 g3 Nfé 3 Bg2 g6 4 Nf3 Bg7 5 0-0 0-0 6 c4 d6 7 Nc3 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
Ver QOS i eccctinessteraenescisetiietsieane vrei cbasasieesenes NGG... ....e eee c6 
8 OD aeigesttieniiiaies Nodb ......... Re1(k) d5 d5 
Na6........5. a5 Nxd5 hé(l) Na5(n) e5 
9 Rb1(a) Nd4 (e) cxd5 b3 Qa4(o) dxe6(r) 
c6 Na6 Qb5(h) Qf7 c5 Bxe6 
10 »b4 Bg5(f) Ng5 Qd3 dxc6 b3(s) 
Bd7 Ncd Qb6(i) Nc6 bxc6(p) Na6é(t) 
11 dxc6 Qd2 Be3 Ba3 Nd4 Bb2 
bxc6(b) Qf7 a5 a5 Bd7 Qe7 
12 a3(c) Bh6é h4 Nb5 Nxc6 Ng5 
Nc7 Bxh6 Na6 Ne& Nxc6 Nc5d 
13 Bb2 Qxh6é a3 Bb2 Bxc6 Nxe6 
Ne6 Bd7 Bd7 g5 Bxc6 Nxe6 
14 c5! Qd2 Qd3 Qd2 Qxc6 e3 


dxcs(d) -Rac(g) -Rfca() + e5=(m) ~—-ReB(q) Rad B(u) 


(a) 9 Nd4 Bd7 10 e4 fxe4 11 Nxe4 Nxe4 12 Bxe4 c6 13 Be3 Nc7 14 Rb1 Rd8 =, 
Likavsky—Ftacnik, Czech League 2005. 


(b) 11... Bxc6 12 Qb3 Ne4 13 Bb2 Nxc3 14 Bxc3 Bxc3 15 c5t (or 15 Qxc3 Rc8 
16 Qe3 +) 15... e6 16 Qxc3 dxc5 17 b5 Bxb5 18 Ned with a strong attack, 
Kramnik—Malaniuk, Moscow 1994. 


(c) 12 b5 cxb5 13 cxb5 Nc5d 14 a4 Rc8 =, Haba—~M. Gurevich, Austrian League 
2002. 


(d) 15 Ne5 Rd8 16 Qb3 Kh8 17 bxc5 Nxc5 18 Qc4 Nb7 19 Qa6 =, van der 
Sterren—Onischuk, Bundesliga 2000. 


(e) (A) 9 Nel Na6 10 Nd3 Bd7 11 Rb1 c6 =, Rogozenko—McDonald, Budapest 
1995. (B) 9 Be3 Na6 10 Qcl Ng4 11 Bf4 Bd7 =, Kramnik—Bareev, Novgorod 
1997. 


(f) 10 e4 fxe4 11 Nxe4 Nxe4 12 Bxe4 Bh3 13 Rel Nc5 =, Siebrecht—Nijboer, Dutch 
Chp. 2006. 


(g) 15 Rad1 a4 with a roughly equal position, Dydyshko—Mainka, Senden 1997. 


(h) 9...Nd7!? 10 Ng5.Nb6 seems to be working for Black, e.g. 11 Qc2 Bxd4 
12 Qxe7 Qd7 13 Qc2 Qb5 =, Gyminmesi—Malaniuk, Amplico Life 2005. 
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(i) 10...h6 11 Ne6 Bxe6 12 dxe6 d5 13 a4 Qb6 14 Bxd5 Rd8 15 Bg2 Rxd4 
16 Qe2 +, Farago—Kopylov, Konigspringer 2004. 


(j) 15 Ne6 Bxe6 16 dxe6 c6, Gelfand—Malaniuk, Elista 1998; now 17 d5 would 
gain White an edge. 


(k) 8 b3 Na6 9 Ba3 c6 10 Qd3 Rb8 =, Miles—Kramnik, Moscow 1989. 


(1) 8...Qf7 9 Qd3 Nc6 10 Ng5 Qe8 11 Nd5 Nxd5 12 cxd5 Nd8 13 Bd2 +, 
Valzin—-N. McDonald, Hastings 1997/98. 


(m) Farago—Kopylov, Hamburg 2000. 


(n) Sharper is 8... Ne5 9 Nxe5 (9 Qb3 is slower) 9... dxe5 10 e4 f4 11 pxf4 exf4 
12 e5 Ng4 13 e6 Ned 14 Re1 Nxc4 15 Re4 Nd6 16 Rxf4 b6 =, Aaberg—Kobalia, 
Gibraltar 2006. 


(0) 9Qd3 e5 10 dxe6 Bxe6 11 b3 Nc6é 12 Rb1 Ng4 is about even, Bareev—Lastin, 
Russia 1997. 


(p) 10... Nxc6 11 Rd1 Qa5 12 Qb3 Qb4 13 Qxb4 leaves White a better endgame, 
Yusupov—M. Gurevich, Linares 1991. . 


(q) After 15 Qa6 Qd7 (McDonald) Black has good compensation for his pawn. 
(t) 9 e4 cxd5 10 cxd5 Na6 11 exf5 gxf5 =, Lagunov—Heidrich, Germany 1996. 


(s) 10 Qd3 Na6 11 Ng5 Qe7 12 Bf4 Rad8 13 Rad1 Ng4 14 Nxe6 Qxe6 =, 
Anastasian—Gonzales, Anibal Open 2001. 


(t) Not 10... Ne4? 11 Nxe4 Bxa1 12 Nxd6 Qd7 13 Ba3 Bf6 14 e4 +, Schneider— 
Chernaiev, St. Petersburg 1993. 


(u) 15 Qc2 Rfe8 16 Rad1 Nfe4 =, Horvath-McDonald, Budapest 2003. . 
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DUTCH DEFENSE 


Leningrad Variation 


1 d4 f5 2 g3(a) Nf6 3 Bg2 g6 
7 8 9 10 11 12 
4 NES Ge tee ndiniaaks C3 s itwetaieidestieeseoniies Nh3 
Bg7 BB7 ..eeceeeee c6(i) Bg7 
5 0-0 Qb3 Bg5 C4 éccaccaes Nf4 
0-0 Nc6(g) Bg7 d6 Nc6!(n) 
6  ~=b3(b) Nf3 Nd2 d5 ha(o) 
U6 .ccciseosis Ne4 e6 d5 0-0 Ng4 
7 Bb2 Bb2 0-0 Nh3 Nc3 d5 
Ng4 d5 0-0 0-0 c6 Nce5 
8 c4(c) c4 Nbd2 0-0 Nf4. Nc3 
Nd7 c6 a5 Qes e5 Nf7 
9 Nc3 Nbd2 a4 c4 dxe6 e4 
e5 Be6 d5 Ne4 Qe7 e5 
10 dxe5 e3 Qc2 Nxe4 0-0 dxe6 
dxe5 Nd7 b6 dxe4(j) Bxe6(1) dxe6(p) 
11 e4 Rci(e) b3 3 Nxe6 Qxd8t 
Nhé(d) Kha8(f) Ne4(h) e5(k) Qxe6(m) Kxd8= 


(a) White can play the move order 2 c4 Nf6 3 Nc3 so that 3... g6 4 h4!? Bg7 5 hs 
Nxh5 6 e4 (Komarov—Vragoteris, Corfu 1991) allows him dangerous play for 
the pawn. Black can avoid this by 3 ...d6, so that 4 g3 g65 Bg2 Bg7 6 Nf3 
0-0 7 0-0 is back in the main-line Leningrad. 


(b) 6 b4 Ne4 7 c4 e6 8 Bb2 b6 9 Nc3 Bb7 10 Rci a5 =, Bareev—Malaniuk, Gronin- 
gen 1997. 


(c) 8 Nc3 f4 9 h3 Nh6 10 g4 c6 is sharp but about equal, Ftacnik—M. Gurevich, 
Jakarta 1996. 


(d) 12 Qc2 c6 13 Rad1 Qe8 =, Barbero—Malaniuk, Cattolica 1994. 
(e) 11 Nxe4 dxe4 12 Ng5 Bf7 13 £3 exf3 14 Qxf3 e5 = (Kharitonov). 
(f) 12 Qc2 a5 13 a4 Qe8 =, Kharitonov—Bareev, Sochi 1987. 


(g) 5... d5 6 Nh3 c6 7 Nd2 Qb6 8 Nf4 Na6 9 Nf3 Ne4 10 h4 +, Ftacnik-Schmied, 
Neckar 2002. 


(h) 12 Ba3 Rf7 13 Radi Rd7 14 b4 (I. Sokolov—Malaniuk, Moscow 1994) 
14... axb4=, 


(i) 4... Nc6 5 Nd2! d6 6 d5 Ned 7 Ndf3 Bg7 8 Nd4 Bd7 9 Nh3 =, Khenkin- 
Nijboer, Amsterdam 2005. 
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() 10... fxe4 11 Qb3 Qf7 12 cxd5 cxd5 leaves White an edge (Stohl). 


(k) Clearer than 11... exf3 12 exf3 Qf7 13 Re1, P. Nikolié-Ivanchuk, Manila Int. 
1990. After 11... 5 the position is dynamically equal. 
() 10...g5? 11 Nfd5 cxd5 12 cxd5 Ne8 13 f4 gxf4 14 Bxf4 Na6 15 e4 +, 
Seirawan—Tisdall, Reykjavik 1990. 
(m) 12 Bf4 Qxc4 13 Qxd6 Na6 14 Rfd1 +, Babula—Balinov, Austrian League 2004. 
(n) (A) 5...0-0 6 h4 d6 7 c3 c6 8 Qb3t d5 9 hd g5 10 hé Bh8 11 Nd3 +, 


Savchenko—Malaniuk, Kherson 1989. (B) 5...c6 6 h4 d6 7 Nc3 e5 8 dxe5 
dxe5 9 Qxd8t +, Smyslov—Oll, Rostov 1993. 


(0) 6 d5 Ne5 7 Nc3 c6 8 h4 Nf7 9 e4 0-010 exf5 pxf5 11 Nh5 Nxh5 12 Qxh5 e6 =, 
Smyslov—Kindermann, Miinster 1993. 


(p) 10... Bxc3t 11 bxc3 dxe6 12 Qe2 Qf6 is a double-edged idea from McDonald. 
The column is Malaniuk—Borge, Copenhagen 1992. 
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DUTCH DEFENSE 


Stonewall and Ilyin-Zhenevsky Variations 
1 d4 f5 2 c4 Nf6 3 g3 e6 4 Bg2 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
4,...d5...... (Stonewall Variation) .............2.020808 Be7 (Ilyin-Zhenevsky Var.) 
Bo> SNES: ccsl\aentevaddteas cesiaeechersencnenes Nh3 Nf3 

c6 Be7(j) 0-0 
6 0-0 0-0 0-0 

BdG ys c025 Ses Feed ieee: Be7 0-0 d6(m) 
7. D8 ieiiacee Bf4 Nbd2(g) —_—b3 Nc3 
Qe7 Bxf4 0-0 c6(k) Qe8 
8  Bb2(a) gxf4 Qc2 Bb2 Re1........05- b3 
b6 0-0 Bd7(h) Ne4 Qg6(n) a5 
9  Ne5d(b) Nbd2(d) Ned Nd2 e4 Bb2(p) 
Bb7 Bd7(e) Be8& Bf6 fxe4. Na6(q) 
10 Nd2 Ned Ndf3 Nxe4 Nxe4 a3 
0-0 Be8& Ne4 dxe4. Nxe4 Bd7 
11 +=Rel Qb3 b3 Qc2 Rxe4 Nel 
a5 Qb6 Khs Qe7 Nc6 c6 
12 63 Qc3 Bb2 £3 Re1 Nd3 
Na6(c) Nbd7(f) BdG(i) c5(1) e5(o) Bd&(r) 


(a) White can also play to quickly exchange the dark-squared bishops—8 a4 a5 
9 Ba3 Bxa3 10 Nxa3 0-0 11 Nc2 Rd8 12 Qc1 b6 13 Nce1 +, I Sokolov—Salov, 
New York 1996. 


(b) 9 Qc1 Bb7 10 Ba3 Nbd7 11 Bxd6 Qxd6é is equal according to Kramnik. 


(c) 13 Qe2 a4 14 bxa4 Bxe5 15 dxe5 Nd7 16 a5 +, Sturua—Vaisser, Yerevan Ol. 
1996, 


(d) (A) 9 Nc3 Nbd7 10 Ned Ne4 is fine for Black, Shabalov-Vyzhmanavin, USSR 
1987. (B) 9 e3 Qe7 10 Nbd2 Nbd7 11 Qc2 Ne4 =, Novikov—Kramnik, Moscow 
1991. 


(e) 9... Nbd7 10 e3 Qe7 11 Qce2 Ne4 12 Khi Ndf6 13 Ne5 Bd7 14 Nxe4 fxe4 
15 £3 +, Panchenko—Shumilov, Ukraine 2006. 


(f) 13 e3 Rd8 14 cxd5 exd5 15 £3 h6 16 Nb3 Nxe5 17 fxe5 +, Browne—Christiansen, 
Los Angeles 1996. 


(g) (A) 7 Nc3 0-0 8 Bg5 (8 Rb1!?) 8... Ne4 is roughly equal. (B) 7 b3 c6 8 Ba3 
Nbd7 =, Gligorié—Mariotti, Nice Ol. 1974. 
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(h) Black also fails to equalize with (A) 8...Qe8 9 Ne5 Nbd7 10 Nd3 +, ‘and 
(B) 8... Ne4 9 Ne5 Nd7 10 Nd3 =. 


(i) 13 Ne1 Nd7 14 Nid3 leaves White with a more flexible position, 
I, Sokolov—Yusupov, Nussloch 1996. 


(j) 5... Bd6 is a good alternative. After 6 0-0 0-0 7 Qc2 c6 8 Bf4 Be7 9 Nd2 Nh5 
10 Nf3 Nxf4 11 Nxf4 Bd6 12 Ne5 Qe7 White’s edge is small, Kempinski— 
Radjabov, Antalya 2004. 


(k) Black may wish to experiment with 7... Nc6 followed by ... a5 instead of 
the more classical Stonewall setup. 


(Ql) 13 fxe4 Bxd4t 14 Bxd4 cxd4 15 exf5 exf5 16 Nf4 leaves Black with more weak 
squares than White, Khenkin—Tukmakov, Metz 1991. 


(m) 6...a5 7 Nc3 (perhaps not the best square now) 7... d5 8 b3 Ne4 9 Bb2 Bf6 
10 e3 c6 11 Rc1 Nd7 12 Nel Nxc3 13 Bxc3 b5 =, Crough—Rogers, 4NCL 2004. 


(n) 8...Nc6 9 e4 Nxe4 10 Nxe4 fxe4 11 Rxe4 Qg6 12 Qe2 Bf6 13 Bd2 e5 14 dxe5 
dxe5 15 Bc3! Bf5 16 Nh4 gives White active play, Yakovich—Dyakhkov, Russia 
1998. 2 


(0) 13 dxe5 Bg4 14 h3 Bxf3 15 Bxf3 Nxe5 (Yermolinsky—Zelensky, USA 1997) 
16 Bxb7 +. Black could limit the damage with 12... Nb4 or 12... Bf6, re- 
maining slightly worse. 


(p) 9 Ba3 Na6 10 e3 c6 11 Rc1 Rb8 =, Ribli-Lobron, Germany 1996. 
(q) 9...c6 10 Re1 d5 11 e3 +, Chulelov—-Spice, Eupen 1997. 


(r) Better than 12...Nc7 13 e4 fxe4 14 Nxe4 Nxe4 15 Bxe4 +. After 12... Bd8 
chances are roughly even as Black has the possibility of advancing in the cen- 
ter, Farago—Lucaroni, Marostica 1997. 
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DUTCH DEFENSE 


Minor Variations 


1d4f5 
19 20 21 22 23 24 
2 CA sede daideun O4 ries BQbssotiinteasiueeescecsees Nc3(m) 
e6 fxe4 BG. fvsiceeseens hé(j) d5 
3 Nc3 Nc3 Nd2(g). Bh4 Bg5(n) 
d5(a) Nfé Bg7 g5 oe Nf6é 
4 e3 Bg5(c) e3 e3(k) h4 £3(r) 
Bd6é Nc6 dé Nf6 Bg7 Nc6 
5 Nf3 d5(d) f4. Bg3 e3 Qd2 
c6 Ne5 Nf6 d6 c6(o) e6 
6 Ned Qd4 Bd3 h4 Bd3 0-0-0 
Nf6é Nf7 c6 Rg8 Be6 Bb4 
7 4 Bxf6(e) Ngf3 hxg5 Nf3(p) e3 
0-0 exf6 Qb6(h) hxg5 Nd7 0-0 
8 Be2 Nxe4 Rb1 Nc3 h5 Nh3 
b6(b) Be7(f) Be6(i) e6(1) Nef6(q) Rb&(s) 


(a) 3... Bb4 4 e3 Nf6 5 Bd3 b6 is a Nimzo-Dutch hybrid. After 6 Ne2 Bb7 7 £3 
0-0 8 Qc2 White holds a slight advantage, Chiburdanidze-S. Lalié, Pula 1997. 


(b) This counter-Stonewall by White results in an equal game after 9 0-0 Bb7 
10 b3 c5, Grabliauskas—Tregubov, Berlin 1996. 


(c) 4£3 d5 5 Bg5 Bs 6 fxe4 dxe4 7 Be4 (7 Qe2 and 7 Ngez can be played, but are 
probably no better) 7... Nce6 8 Nge2 Qd7 leaves White struggling for com- 
pensation for his/her pawn. 


(d) 5 £3 e5 6 d5 Nd4 7 Nxe4 Be7 8 dé?! (8 Bxf6 =) 8... cxd6 9 Bxf6 gxf6 10 Nez 
d5 11 Nxd4 dxe4 12 Nf5 Qb6 F, Cifuentes-Schmittdiel, Bad Wérishhofen 
1992. 


(ce) 7 h4 c6 8 0-0-0 Qb6 9 Bxf6 gxf6 10 Qxe4 Qxf2 11 Nf3 Bh6t +, Karagiannis— 
Grivas, Greece 2003. 


(f) 9 0-0-0 0-0 10 Ng3 d6 11 f4 c5 with at least even chances for Black in a sharp 
game, Kravcoc-Vyzhmanavin, Novgorod 1997. 


(g) 3 Nc3 Bg7 4 e4 dxe4 5 Nxe4 d5 6 Nc5d b6 7 Nb3 Nhé6 8 Nf3 0-0 =, Chernin— 
Nijboer, Spain 2004. 


(h) The text move is aggressive, but 7...d5 and 7... Be6 are more straight- 
forward defenses. 


(i) 9c4.a5 10 0-0 with slightly better chances for White, U. Andersson—Yusupov, 
Ubeda 1997. 


501 


(j) 2...Nf6 3 Bxf6 exf6 leaves White with chances for an edge in a positional 
struggle between knights and bishops. 


(k) 4 Bg3 f4? 5 e3 threatens 6 Qh5 mate. Black would transpose back into the col- 
umn after 4... Nf6 5 3. 


(1) 9 Qd2 Qe7 10 0-0-0 a6 11 £3 Nc6 12 e4 f4 13 Bf2 +, M. Gurevich—Illescas, 
Spain 2004. 


(m) 2 g4 fxg4 3 h3 g3 (3... d5 is also good) 4 fxg3 Nf6é 5 Nc3 d5 6 Bg2 e6 is fine 
for Black, Trebugov—Malaniuk, Linares 1996. 


(n) (A) 3 e4 dxe4 4 Bf4 transposes into the Blackmar-Diemer Gambit After 
4...Nf65 f3 exf3 (5...Nc6 and 5... e6 are reasonable) 6 Nxf3 e6 there are 
chances for both sides, Gelfand—Nikolié, Munich 1994. (B) 3 Bf4 c6 4 e3 Nf6 
5 Bd3 g6 6 h3 Bg7 7 Nf3 Be6 = Ruf—Zysk, Bundesliga 1994. 


(o) 5... Be6 6 Nh3 hé6 7 Bf4 Nf6 8 Qf3 Bf7 9 Be5 Nbd7 10 Nf4 +, Skembris— 
Kourtesis, Greece 1997. 


(p) 7 Qf3 Nf6 8 Nge2 Nbd7 9 h5 Rg8 10 hxg6 hxg6 11 0-0-0 Qa5 gives both sides 
chances in a sharp position, Kochiev—Malaniuk, USSR 1984. 


(q) 9 hxg6 hxg6 10 Rxh8t Bxh8 11 Ne2 Bf7 12 Nf4 Ne4 =, Kovacevié—Kristiansen, 
Plovdiv 1983. 


(rt) 4 Bxf6 exf6 5 e3 c6 6 Bd3 Bdé 7 Qf3 g6 8 0-0-0 Be6 may also give White an 
edge, Golod—Murey, Rishon le-Zion 1997. 


(s) 9 Nf4 b5 10 a3 +, LAmi—Nijboer, Groningen 2004. 
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BUDAPEST DEFENSE 


1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 e5 


HE BuparesT DEFENSE made its tournament debut in Esser—Breyer, 
Budapest 1916, and developed into a regional favorite around 

Hungary. It used to be known as the Budapest (Counter) Gambit in 
reference to Black’s brash second move—advancing his e-pawn up to be 
killed. White usually does not hold the pawn, though, as simple develop- 
ment is compelling. The argument is that Black’s early knight foray ne- 
glects the usual necessities of a successful opening—development and 
control of the center. There is enough truth in the argument to dissuade al- 
most all professional players from using the Budapest regularly. However, 
its offbeat character and surprise value can leave opponents confused, so 
it finds occasional use from several grandmasters such as Australia’s Ian 
Rogers. On lower levels the Budapest Defense is seen more often. 

3 dxe5 Ng4 4 Bf4 (columns 1—2) is the main continuation, holding 
the pawn for the moment. In column 1 White responds to5... Bb4t with 
the simple 6 Nbd2, pursuing development. 6 Nc3 (column 2) allows 
White to hold on to the pawn, though Black gains some immediate com- 
pensation from the doubled, isolated White c-pawns. Columns 3-5 are 
continuations in which White plays natural developing moves without at- 
tempting to protect e5. Column 6,3... Ne4, is the Fajarowicz Variation, a 
tricky line that is suspect if White plays 4 a3!. 
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BUDAPEST DEFENSE 


1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e5 3 dxe5(a) 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
Sieve. NBG i petiiccaan cadena owadcemasavaedess snaasued sus esanepaeers Nueeeeaes cans Ne4 
4 Bias cdidivcs vewtectievetes NESS aitenteisiitavereiid e4(o) a3!(s)} 
Nc6(b) BoB... eeeeee Nc6 Nxe5 Nc6(t) 
5 Nf3 e3 Bg5(l) f4 Nf3 
Bb4t Nc6 Be7 Nec6(p) d6 
6 Nbd2 Nc3 Be2(h) Bxe7 Be3(q) Qc2(u) 
Qe7 Bxc3t(f) 0-0 Qxe7 Bb4t Bf5 
7 e3(c) bxe3 0-0(i) Nc3 Nc3(r) Nc3! 
Ngxe5 Qe7 Re8 Ngxe5 Qh4t Nxf2 
8 Nxe5 Qd5 Nc3 Nxe5(m) = g3 Qxf5 
Nxe5 f6 Nexe5 Qxe5 Bxc3t Nxh1 
9 Be2 exf6 Nxe5 e3 bxc3 e6 
0-0(d) Nxf6 Nxe5 0-0 Qe7 fxe6 
10 00 Qd3 Khi(j) Be2 Bd3 Qxe6t 
a5(e) d6(g) d6(k) d6(n) Na6= Qe7(v) 


(a) Declining the sacrifice allows Black an easy game; e.g., 3 d5 Bc5 4 Nc3 dé =, 
or 3 e3 exd4 4 exd4 d5 =. 


(b) Impetuous is Balogh’s 4... g5 5 Bd2 Nxe5 6 Bc3 Bg7 7 e3 g4 8 Nez dé 9 Nf4 
h5 10 Qe2 +. : 


(c) 7 a3 Ngxe5! threatens 8... Nd3 mate. After 8 Nxe5 Nxe5 9 63 Bxd2t 10 Qxd2 
d6 11 b4 00 12 Be2 b6 13 0-0 Bb7 14 Qc3 Nd7 planning...a5 =, 
Lacrosse—Lukas, Vlissingen 2003. 


(d) 9...b6 10 0-0 Bxd2 11 Qxd2 Bb7 12 Raci d6 13 b4 0-0 14 ¢5 , 
_Alterman-Blatny, Pardubice 1993. 


(e) 11 Nb3 a4 12 a3 Ba5 13 Nd4 Bbé 14 Nbbd d6 15 Nc3 Qe8 =, Rogozenko- 
Moldovan, Romania 2000. : 


(f) 6... Qe7 allows White to avoid the doubled pawns—7 Rc1 Ngxe5 8 Nxe5 
Nxe5 9 a3 Bxc3t 10 Rxc3 0-0 11 g3 d6 12 Bg2 +, Korchnoi-Gomez Esteban, 
Pamplona 1990. 


(g) 11 g3 0-0 12 Bg2 Bd7 13 0-0 Rae8 14 c5 dxc5 15 Bxc7 =, Rogers—Miezis, Reyk- 
javik 2004. 


(h) 6 Nc3 0-0 7 Bd3 Re8 8 a3 Ngxed 9 b4 Nxf3t 10 Qxf3 Ne5 11 Qe2 Nxd3t 
12 Qxd3 Bd6 13 0-0 b6 = 14 Ra2?! a5 15 b5 Bb7 =, Gamboa—Blatny, New York 
1996. 
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(i) 7 Nbd2 0-0 8 0-0 Re8 9 Nxe5 Nxed 10 Nf3 Qf6 11 Nxe5 Qxe5 12 Rb1 a5 13 Bd2 
Ra6! and the rook transfers to the kingside, balancing chances, Yusupov— 
Piket, Amsterdam 1994, 


(j) 10 b3 a5 11 Ne4 Bfs 12 c5 Qh4 13 f4 Ng4! 14 Bxg4 Rxe4 15 Bf3 Re8 Draw, 
Jelen—Mohr, Slovenian Chp. 1993. 


(k) 11 Na4 b6 12 Bd2 a5 13 Nxc5S bxc5S 14 f4 Nd7 15 Bf3 Rb8 16 Qc2 a4 
17 Rae1 +, Beliavsky—Mohr, PortoroZ 1997. White has the bishop pair and 
may advance in the center. 


(1) (A) 5 Bf4 transposes into column 1. (B) 5 e3 Bb4t 6 Bd2 Bxd2t 7 Qxd2 0-0 
8 Be2 Nexe5 9 Nxe5 Nxe5 10 0-0 d6 11 Nc3 Bg4 =, Gutman-Shvidler, Beer- 
sheba 1982. 


(m) 9 Nd5 Nxf3t 10 gxf3 Qed 11 Qd2 Ne7 12 f4 Qd6 13 Bg2 Nxd5 14 cxd5 cd! 
15 0-0 f5 =, Chloupek—Pokorny, Czechoslovakia 1992, 


(n) 11 0-0 Be6 12 Qd2 a6 13 Raci Rac8 =. 


(o) Rarely played moves are: (A) 4 Qd4? dé 5 exd6 Bxd6 6 Qe4t Be6! 7 Nc3 0-0 
8 Nf3 Qd7 9 Nd4 Bxc4 10 Nf5 Be6 11 Nxd6 cxd6 leaves Black ahead in devel- 
opment, Beliavsky—Epishin, Reggio Emilia 1991; (B) 4 e6 Bb4t 5 Bb2 Qfé! 
6 exf7t+ Kxf7 7 Nf3 Qxb2 =, Khasin—A. Ivanov, USSR 1979. 


(p) 5... Ng6 6 Be3 Bb4t 7 Nd2 Qe7 8 Kf2 Bxd2 9 Qxd2 Qxe4 10 Bd3 is a promis- 
ing pawn sacrifice. 


(q) 6 a3 a5 7 Be3 Na6! 8 Nc3 Bcd 9 Qd2 d6 10 Bd3 Qh4t 11 g3 Qh5 =, Dautov—van 
Wely, Germany 1994, 


(rt) 7 Nd2 Qe7 8 a3 (Dautov—Blatny, Bad Wérishofen 1991) 8... Qxe4 9 Kf2 Bxd2 
10 Qxd2 0-0 11 Bd3 Qe7 12 Nf3 d6 13 Rae1 Qf6 14 Qc2 h6 15 b4 Bg4 ¥. The 
column is Keres—Gilg, Prague 1937. 


(s) (A) 4 Nf3 Bb4t 5 Bd2 Nxd2 6 Nbxd2 Nc6 7 a3 Bxd2t 8 Qxd2 Qe7 9 Qc3 0-0 
10 Rd1 Re8 11 Rd5 =, S. Bekker Jensen—Olsson, Copenhagen 2005. (B) 4 Qc2 
Bb4t 5 Nc3 d5 6 exd6 Bf5 7 Bd2 Nxd6 8 e4 Bxc3 9 Bxc3 Bxe4 10 Qd2 0-0 
11 0-0-0 Nd7 =. 


(t) 4... b6 5 Nf3 Bb7 6 Nbd2 Qe7 7 Qe2 +, Hillarp Persson—Romero Holmes, Bali 
Stars 2003. 


(u) Black obtained a very active position in Olsen—Conquest, Reykjavik 1996, 
after 6 exd6 Bxd6 7 Nbd2 Bf5 8 g3 Bc5 9 e3 Qf6 10 Bg2 0-0-0. 


(v) 11 Qd5 h6 12 g3 g5 13 Bg2 +, Reshevsky—Bisguier, New York 1955. 
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QUEEN’S PAWN GAMES 
AND GAMBITS 


1d4 


g Q 4 4 
FU, , 


ate 


Blackmar-Diemer and Albin gambits. 

Lines involving an early Bg5 are covered in columns 1-6. These 
openings are similar and may transpose, though the various attacks have 
acquired specific names. The TROMPOWSKY ATTACK is 2 Bg5 against 1... d5 
or 1... Nf6. VERESOV’s OPENING (or Attack) is 1... d5 2 Nc3 Nf6 3 Be5 and 
the TORRE ATTACK is 1... Nf6 2 Nf3 e6 3 Bg5. White’s play takes the game 
into less-known territory with few forcing variations. This is usual for a 
minor opening, but the Bg5 attack has more bite than most minor systems. 
Most grandmasters use these systems as surprise lines or if they are in the 
mood to avoid theory. In the 1990s there were regular advocates of these 
lines, but no top player of today calls these systems his/her main weapon 
with the White pieces. Black is all right theoretically, so if a player stud- 
ies these columns well he/she should equalize with Black. 

The COLLE SYSTEM, 1... d5 2 e3 Nf6 3 Nf3 e6 4 Bd3 reached by any 
move order (columns 7-8), is a simple system to develop the kingside 
before initiating central play. Black has no particular problems, but with 
5 b3 (column 7), incorporating queenside play, White can require Black to 
play accurate defense. 

The REVERSED STONEWALL, 1... d5 2 e3 Nf6 3 Bd3 c5 4 c3 Nc6 5 f4 
(column 9), is like a reversed Dutch Stonewall. White focuses on his e5 
strongpoint, but this rigid system allows Black various defenses. 

The PoLisH DEFENSE is 1... b5 (columns 10-11), taking c4 away from 
White. The problem with the Polish is 2 e4, simply taking control of the 
center, much like the opening 1 e4 a6 2 d4 b5. Column 11 may be reached 
via 1 Nf3 Nf6 2 d4 b5, etc. and this is a much safer version of the Polish 
Defense. 


HIS CHAPTER INCLUDES all the minor openings after 1 d4 and the 


506 


The QUEEN’S KNIGHT DEFENSE, 1... Nc6 (column 12), is not so bad if 
one is willing to transpose into Chigorin’s Defense (covered in Section II). 
The speculative ENGLUND GAMBIT, 1... 5, is covered in note (q). 

Two entertaining gambits are the subject of columns 13-18. The 
BLACKMAR-DIEMER GAMBIT is 1... d5 2 e4 (columns 13-15). White imme- 
diately opens lines for attack, wiping away any threats that the game will 
take on a slow, strategic, boring nature. The only problem is that the 
Blackmar-Diemer is not particularly good, so most players will wish to 
use it only in blitz games. The ALBIN COUNTER GAMBIT, 1... d5 2 c4 e5!? 
(columns 16-18), is somewhat more respectable. It is named after the Aus- 
trian master Adolf Albin, who practiced the opening successfully in the 
later nineteenth century. Black gains a central wedge after 3 dxe5 d4, hop- 
ing this will lead to an attack. White obtains the upper hand in column 16 
by fianchettoing his king’s bishop. Other responses in columns 17 and 18 
are not so clear. 
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TROMPOWSKI, VERESOV AND 
TORRE ATTACKS 


(1 d4 and Bgs) 


1d4 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
Desc OD added sea tieaea eek etuncsscieeeeiaad Nf6 
2 BgB.csseeeeee NG3......006 Nf3 Bg5 .....seees Nf3 
c6(a) Nf6é Nf6é Ne4(n) e6 
3 e3(b) Bg5 Bg5 Bh4(o) Bg5 
Qb6 ‘ Nbd7(e) Ne4(j) c5 c5(q) «...... hé 
4 Qc1 Nf3(f) Bf4(k) £3 e3 Bxfé6(t) 
hé6 h6(g) c5 go! : Be7(r) Qxf6 
5 Bf4(c) Bh4 e3 fxe4 c3(s) e4 
Bf5 e6 Qb6 gxh4 b6 d6 
6 Nfs e3(h) Qc1(1) e3 Bd3 Nc3 
Nf6 Be7 Nc6 Bh6 cxd4 Nd7(u) 
7 c4 Bd3 c3 Kf2 exd4 Qd2 
Nbd7 c5 Bf5! cxd4 Ba6 a6 
8 Nc3 0-0 Nbd2 exd4 Bxa6 0-0-0 
e6 a6 Rc8 Qb6 Nxa6 Qds 
9 65 a4 Be2 Nc3 Nbd2 h4 
Qda(d) bé(i) e6(m) e6(p) 0-0= b5(v) 


(a) (A) 2... Nf6 3 Bxf6 gxf6 is also reasonable (3 .. . exf6 4 e3 Bd6 5 c4 is a small 
edge for White). After 4 c4 (4 63 c5 5 c4 cxd4 6 exd4 Nc6 =) 4... dxc4.5 63 c5 
6 Bxc4 exd4 7 exd4 Bg7! 8 Qh5 0-0 9 Nf3 Nc6 =, Stefanova—Kovalevskaya, 
Sochi 2005. (B) 2... h6 3 Bh4 c6 4 Nf3 Qb6 5 b3 Bfs 6 e3 e6 is another good 
equalizing plan, Dishman—Rublevsky, Halkidiki 2002. 


(b) 3 Nf3 Bg4 4 Nbd2 Nd7 5 e3 Ngf6 6 h3 Bxf3 7 Nxf3 e6 8 Bd3 Be7 9 0-0 Nh5 
10 Bxe7 Qxe7 =, Ye—Serper, Jakarta 1994. 


(c) 5 Bh4 e5! 6 c3 (6 dxc5? Qb4t and... Qxh4) 6...Nd7 7 Nf3 Bd6 8 Be2 Ne7 
9 Bxe7 Kxe7 10 c4 e4 11 Nfd2 Bb8 =, Chernin—Kramnik, New York (rapid) 
1995. 


(d) 10 b4 g5 11 Bg3 Nh5 12 Bed f6 13 Bg3 Nxg3 14 hxg3 Bg7 15 NdzZ e5 with 
chances for both sides, Miles—Grétarsson, Wijk aan Zee 1996. 


(e) (A) 3... BES 4 Bxf6 (4 £3 Nbd7 5 Nxd5 Nxd5 6 e4 h6é 7 Bh4 c6 =) 4... exf6 
5 e3 c6 6 Bd3 Bxd3 7 Qxd3 Bb4 8 Nge2 0-0 9 0-0 Nd7 10 e4 Nb6 11 Ng3 g6 =, 
Rozsa—Boros, Keszthely 1994. (B) 3...c5 4 Bxf6 gxf6 5 e4 dxe4 6 dxc5 Qa5 
7 Qh5 Bg7 ~, Hoi-Berg, Denmark 1991. 
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 (f) 413 c6 (4... 5 5 dxc5 Qad 6 Bxf6 Nxf6 7 Qd4 +) 5 04 dxe4 6 fxe4 e5! 7 dxe5 
Qa5 8 Bxf6 gxf6 9 exf6 Nxf6 10 Qd4 Bg7 with compensation for the pawn, 
Walton—Crouch, Banwell Masters 2003. 


(g) A complicated alternative is 4... g6 5 e3 Bg7 6 Bd3 0-0 7 0-0 c5 8 Rel b6 9 e4 
dxe4 10 Nxe4 Bb7 11 Nxf6t exf6 12 Bh4 Bxf3 13 Qxf3 cxd4 with chances for 
both sides, Speelman—Miles, London 1982. 


(h) 6 e4?! g5 7 Bg3 Nxe4 8 Nxe4 dxe4 9 Ne5 Bg7 10 h4 Nxe5 11 Bxe5 Bxe5 12 dxe4 
Bd7 =, Reynolds—Nunn, London 1987, 


(i) 10 Ne5 Nxe5 11 dxe5 Nd7 12 Bxe7 Qxe7 13 f4 Bb7 =, Hector—Larsen, Nordic 
Chp. 1992. 


(j) (A) 3...e6 4.03 .c5 (4... Be7 5 c4 would transpose into the Queen’s Gambit 
Declined) 5 c3 transposes into column 5. (B) 3... g6 4 Bxf6 exf6 5 e3 Bg7 6 c4 
dxc4 7 Bxc4 0-0 is only a tad better for White, Stefanova—Paciencia, Surabaya 
2002. 


(k) 4 Bh4 c5 5 dxc5 Nc6 6 e3 Qa5t 7 Nbd2 e6 8 a3 Nxd2 9 Nxd2 Qxcd =, 
Shirazi—Gulko, Los Angeles 1987. 


(1) White doesn’t get enough for the pawn after 6 Nbd2 Nxd2 7 Nxd2 cxd4 8 cxd4 
Qxd4 9 Bxb8 Rxb8 10 Bb5+ Kd8 11 0-0 e6, Shtern—Kaidanov, Dallas 1996. 


(m) 10 0-0 Be7 11 Nxe4 Bxe4 =, Vera—Santos, Sao Paulo 2004. 


(n) Other replies are: (A) 2...e6 3 e4 (3 Nf3 transposes into the next column) 
3...h6 4 Bxf6 Qxf6 5 Nc3 d6 (5... Bb4 6 Qd2 Nc6 7 Nf3 e5 =, Benjamin— 
de Firmian, New York 1995) 6 Qd2 g5 7 Bc4 (7 h3 Bg7 8 Bc4 Ncé 9 d5 Ned 
10 Nxe5 Qxe5 11 0-0 h5 12 Nb5 Kd8 13 c3 £, Speelman—Karpov, Roquebrune 
1992) 7...Nc6 8 Nge2 Bg7 9 Rd1 Bd7 10 0-0 0-0-0 11 Nb5 a6 12 Na3 g4 
(12... Qg6!?) 13 f4 gxf3 14 Rxf3 Qe7 15 Rdf1 Rdf8 ce, Anand—Karpov, World 
Chp. 1997/98. (B) 2... c5 3 Bxf6 gxf6 4 d5 Qb6 5 Qcl Bg7 6 e3 f5 7 c3 e6 8 
Bc4 Na6é 9 Ne2 Nc7 =, Tamarkin—Salman, Mineloa 2006. (C) 2... 26 3 Bxf6 
exf6 4 e3 f5 5 g3 Bg7 6 Ne2 d6 7 Bg2 0-0 8 c4 &, I. Sokolov—Spassov, Burgas 
1992. 


(o) 3 Bf4 d5 4 £3 Nf6 5 Nc3 e6 6 e4 Bb4 7 e5 Nfd7 8 a3 Be7 9 Be3 c5 10 £4 cxd4 
11 Qxd4 Nc6 with roughly equal chances, Adams—Smirin, New York 1994. 


(p) 10 Nf3 Nc6 11 Bb5 0-0 12 Re1 Bg7 13 Bxc6 bxc6 14 Na4 Qa5 15 c3 d6 16 b4 
Qb5 17 e5 c5 18 dxc5 Bd7 19 Nb2 dxc5 20 a4 Qb7 21 b5, Dumitrescu—So. Pol- 
gar, Czech Republic 1995; now 21 . . . f6, opening the position for the bishops, 
allows Black counterplay. 


(q) 3...d5 44 is the Queen’s Gambit Declined, although White can choose 4 e3 
Be7 5 Bd3 c5 6 c3 transposing back into the column. 


(t) (A) The main alternative is the sharp 4... Qb6 5 Nbd2 (5 Qc1 Ncé 6 c3 d5 =) 
5... Qxb2 6 Bd3 Qe3 (6... Nc6 7 0-0 d5 8 Bxf6 gxf6 9 c4 is good compensa- 
tion) 7 0-0 d5 8 Bxf6 (8 Re1 cxd4! +) 8... gxf6 9 dxc5 with compensation for 
the pawn, e.g. 9... Bg7 10 Rb1 Qxc5 11 e4 dxe4 12 Nxe4 Qc7 13 Bb5t Kf8 0, 
Benjamin—Yudasin, New York 1990. (B) 4... b67! 5 d5! exd5 6 Nc3 Bb7 
7 Nxd5 Bxd5 8 Bxf6é Qxf6 9 Qxd5 Nc6 10 Bc4 Be7 11 0-0-0 +, Petrosian— 
Kozma, Munich 1958. (C) 4...d5 5 c3 Nc6 6 Nbd2 Be7 7 Bd3 b6 8 0-0 Bb7 
9 Qe2 0-0 10 Ne5S is slightly more comfortable for White. 
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(s) 5 dxc5 Bxc5 6 c4 Bb4t! (putting the queen’s knight on a passive square) 
7 Nbd2 b6 8 Bd3 Ncé6 9 0-0 Be7 10 Rc1 Bb7 11 Qe2 0-0 12 Rfd1 Qe7 13 Bf4 dé 
14 h3 Rac8 =, Yusupov—Karpov, match 1989. The column is Kamsky—Hiibner, 
Dortmund 1992. 


(t) 4 Bh4 c5 5 e3 cxd4 6 exd4 Be7 7 Bd3 0-08 c3 (8 c4 b6 9 Nc3 Bb7 100-0 d5 =) 
8...b6 9 Qe2 Bb7 10 Nbd2 Ncé =, I. Sokolov—Karpov, Linares 1995, since 
11 0-0 Nd5 exchanges pieces. 


(u) 6... g5 advances too quickly—7 e5 Qe7 8 Bb5t Bd7 9 0-0 d5 10 Bd3 Nc6é 
11 Nb5 0-0-0 12 c3 +, Timman-Karpov, World Chp. 1993. 


(v) 10 Rh3 Bb7 11 Qf4 b4 12 Ne2 c5 with even chances, Crouch—Adams, England 
1996. In this line Black can develop slowly because the position is not open. 
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COLLE SYSTEM, 
REVERSED STONEWALL, 
POLISH DEFENSE, ETC. 


1d4 
7 8 9 10 11 12 

be d5..... (Colle System)...........esesees b5 ... (Polish Defense)....Nc6(q) 

2 e3 Reversed €4.........005 Nf3 c4(r) 
Nf6 Stonewall Bb7 Bb7 e5 

3. ONES tsisiceamnckeeisaveescees Bd3 Bd3(j) g3(m) d5 
e6(a) c5(h) e6 e6 Nce7 

4 Bd3 c3 Nf3 Bg2 Nc3 
c5 Nc6 c5 Nf6(n) Ng6 

5 bSecetseexts c3 f4 c3 0-0(0) e4(s) 
Nc6(b) Nc6(e) Bg4 Nf6 c5 Bc5 

6 0-0 Nbd2 Nf3 Nbd2 c3 Bd3 
Be7(c) Bd6 Ne4 Qb6 Be7 Nf6é 

7 Bb2 0-0 0-0 dxc5(k) Bg5 h3! 
0-0 0-0 e6 Bxc5 Na6é 0-0 

8 Nbd2 Qe2(f) Qe1 0-0 Nbd2° Nge2 
bé(d) e5(g) Bxf3(i) d5(1) 0-0(p) Nh5(t) 


(a) This position may arise from the order of moves 1 d4 Nf6 2 Nf3 e6 3 e3 d5, or 
1 d4 d5 2 Nf3 e6 3 e3 Nf6. 


(b) Black can reach equality by emulating White’s stategy—5 .. . Nbd7 6 0-0 b6 
7 Bb2 Bb7 8 Ned Be7 9 NdZ 0-0 10 Qe2 Ne4! 11 Bxe4 dxe4 12 Nxd7 Qxd7 
13 dxc5 Bxc5 =, Ubilava—San Segundo, Alcobenas 1994. 


(c) 6... Bd6 7 Bb2 0-0 8 Nbd2 Qe7 9 Ne5 cxd4 10 cxd4 Ba3 11 Bxa3 Qxa3 12 c3 
Bd7 13 £4 with attacking chances, Hoi—Danielsen, Danish Chp. 1995. 


(d) 9 c4 (9 Ne5 Bb7 10 £4 Rc8 =) 9... Bb7 10 Rc1 Rc8 11 Qe2 Re7 12 Rfd1 dxc4 
13 bxc4 Qa8 =, Olesen—Ashley, New York 1993. 


(e) Another defense is 5... Nbd7 6 Nbd2 Be7 7 0-0 0-0 8 Qe2 b6 9 e4 dxe4 
10 Nxe4 Bb7 11 Nxf6t Nxf6 =, Svidler—Hartman, Gausdal 1991. 


(f) 8 e4 cxd4 9 cxd4 dxe4 10 Nxe4 Be7 11 Ng3 Qd5 12 Rel Rd8 is about equal, 
Colle—Loman, Holland 1923. 


(g) 9 dxc5 Bxc5 10 e4 Bg4 11 exd5 Qxd5 12 Bc4 Qd7 13 h3 Bh5 14 Ne4 Nxe4 
15 Qxe4 Qc7 =, Koltanowsky—Fine, Hastings 1935. 
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(hb) Many players prefer to play .. . g6 against Bd3 so that White's diagonal to h7 
is blunted. Wall-McDonald, Hastings 1995, went 3... g6 4 f4 Bg7 5 Nf3 c5 
6 c3 b6.7 Nbd2 0-0 8 Qe2, when 8... Bb7 9 0-0 Nbd7 would be equal. 


(i) 9 Rxf3 f5 10 Nd2 Qb6 11 Kh1 Be7 12 Qe2 0-0 with chances for both sides, 
Liskov—Moskvitin, Novgorod 1997. 


(j) 3 £3 isnotas forceful—3 ... a6 4 Be3 e6 5 Nd2 Nf6 6 c3 Be7 7 Bd3 d6 8 a4 c6! 
9 Nez Nbd7 10 0-0 0-0 =, Petrosian—Spassky, World Chp. 1966, 


(k) White also obtains a distinct advantage by simply 7 0-0 or 7 Qe2, maintaining 
the pawn center. 


(1) 8...d59e5 Ne4 10 Qe2 +. Even worse is 8... 0-0? 9 e5 Nd5 10 Bxh7t! Kxh7 
11 Ng5t Kg6 12 Qg4 £5 13 Qh4 winning, Tarjan~Hodgson, Manchester 1983: 


(m) 3 e3 a6 4 c4 (4 b3! e6 5 Nbd2 Nf6 6 c4 +) 4... bxc4 5 Bxc4 e6 6 Nc3 Nf6 
7 0-0 d5 8 Be2 c =, Andersson-Miles, Tilburg 1984. 


(n) This position usually arises from the order of moves 1 d4 Nf6 2 Nf3 e6 3 g3 b5 
4 Bg2 Bb7. 


(o) 5 Bg5 c5 6 Bxf6 Qxf6 7 0-0 Qd8 8 c3 Be7 =, Kengis—Aleksandrov, Pula 1997. 


(p) 9 Ne5 Bxg2 10 Kxg2 Qc7 11 e3 h6 12 Bxf6 Bxf6 13 f4 d6 =, Andersson— 
Seirawan, Reykjavik 1990. 


(q) The Englund Gambit, 1... e5 2 dxe5, is speculative: (A) 2... d6 3 exd6 Bxd6 
4 Nf3 Nf6 5 Bg5 h6é 6 Bh4 +. (B) 2... Nc6 3 Nf3 Nge7 4 Bf4 Ng6 5 Bg3 Qe7, 
McCarthy—Zilbermints, New York 1997, is a better try, but 6 Nc3! Qb4 
(6 ...Ngxe5 7 Nxe5 Nxe5 8 Nd5 Qd6 9 Qd4 +) 7 Qel Qad 8 a3 still leaves 
White a large plus. The column is called the Queen’s Knight Defense. 


(r) (A) 2 d5 Ned 3 e4 e6 4 £4. Ng6 5 dxe6 dxe6 6 Bd3 Bcd =, Dizdar—Mohr, Bled 
1996. (B) Best for White is probably 2 Nf3 d5 3 c4 transposing into Chigorin’s 
Defense. , 


(s) 5 Be3 Bb4t 6 Nd2 Nfé 7 £3 Qe7 8 g3 0-0 9 h3 c6! 10 a3 Bc5 11 Nf1,.b5 gives 
Black a very active game, Kaidanov—Miles, Palma de Mallorca 1989. | 


(t) 9 g3 with more space for White, Jelen—Mestrovié, Slovenian Chp. 1996. 


BLACKMAR-DIEMER AND 
ALBIN COUNTER GAMBITS 


1d4d5 
13 14 15 16 17 18 
Deve 
2 e4 Blackmar-Diemer Gambit ......,... c4 Albin Counter-Gambit 
dxe4 e5 
3 Nc3(a) dxe5(1) 
NGG 2 cic eaeds Seti iavaatace ee e5 d4 
4 £3(b) Be3(j) Nf3(m) 
exf3(c) exd4 Nf6 
5 Nxf3(d) Bxd4 PS Nbd2........ a3 
Bg4 woe scenene Bf5(g) Nc6 Bg4(n) Bg4 Be6(s) 
6 h3 Ne5 Bbs Bg2 h3 e3 
Bxf3 e6 Bd7 Qd7 Bh5(q) dxe3 
7 ~~ (Qxf3 g4 Nge2 Nbd2(o} a3?! Qxd8t 
c6 Bg6(h) Nf6é 0-0-0 Qe7 Rxd8 
8 Be3(e) Qf3 0-0 0-0 g3 Bxe3 
e6 c6 Be7 Bh3 Nxe5 Nge7 
9 Bd3 g5 Bxf6 a3 Nxe5 Nc3 


Nbd7(f) Ngai) Bxf6(k) h5(p) Qxe5(r) Nf5(t) 


(a) Blackmar’s original 3 f3 is refuted by 3... e5! 4 Be3 (4 dxe5 Qxd1t 5 Kxd1 
Nc6 6 Bf4 Nge7 +) 4... exd4 5 Bxd4 Nc6é 6 Bb5 Bd7 +, Fridlizius—Sjoberg, 
Gothenberg 1903. 


(b) 4 Bg5 Nbd7 5 Qe2 e6 6 Nxe4 Be7 7 Bxf6 Nxf6 8 Nf3 0-0 9 0-0-0 Qd5 10 Nc3 
Qa5d =, Rogers—van der Brink, Ringsted 1992. 


(c) (A) Declining the gambit with 4...e3 5 Bxe3 e6 6 Nge2 Nbd7 7 Ng3 Be7 
8 Qd3 0-0 9 0-0-0 a6 is safe, leaving White just faintly better, Milov—Gelfand, 
Biel 1995. (B) Sharp is 4... Bf5 5 g4 Bg6 6 h4 hé 7 Nh3 e6 8 Nf4 Bh7 9 Be3 
Bb4 with chances for both sides, Dravnieks—Buckingham, corr. 1988. 


(d) 5 Qxf3?! g6 6 Bf4 Bg7 7 Nb5 Na6 8 0-0-0 0-0 9 Ne2 c6 +, Billian—Grant, corr. 
1968. 


(e) 8 g4?! Qxd4 9 Be3 Qb4 10 0-0-0 e6 11 Nb5 Na6 +. 


(f} 10 a3 Be7 11 0-0 Nb6 12 Qg3 Nbd5 =, Runarsson-V. Johansson, Reykjavik 
2002. 


(g) Alternatives are: (A) 5...e6 6 Bg5 Be7 7 Bd3 Nbd7 8 0-0 h6 9 Bd2 b6 10 a4 
Bb7 11 a5 with some play for the pawn, Zilbermints—Eisen, Marshall Chess 
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Club (New York) 1997; (B) 5... 26 6 Bc4 Bg7 7 0-0 0-0 8 Qel b6 9 Qh4 Ba6 
10 Bxa6 Nxa6 11 Bh6 Qd7 =, Meszaros—Mad], Hungary 1993. 


(h) 7... Ne4!? 8 gxf5 Qh4t 9 Ke2 Qf2t 10 Kd3 Nc5t 11 Kea a6 12 b4 b5t 13 Nxb5 
axb5t 14 Kc3 Ne4t 15 Kb3 Bxb4 16 Bxb5t c6 and the crazy complications 
eventually led to a draw in Moore—Dow, corr 1981. 


(i) 10 Bd3 Qxd4 11 Nxg6 hxg6 12 Bf4 Ne7 13 0-0-0 Qbé 14 Rhfi Nfs 15 Bxfs 
gxf5 16 g6 Na6 with chances for both sides in a wide-open position, Motta— 
Mongilutz, corr. 1990. 


(j) 4 Qh5 exd4 5 Bc4 Qd7 6 Qe5t Qe7 7 Qxd4 Nc6 F, Sebastyen—Siskov, Hungary 
2000. 


(k) 10 Nxe4 Be7 11 Qd5 0-0 12 Rad1 Be6 13 Qh5 Qc8 =, Nissen—Nugel, corr. 1991. 


(1) (A) 3 e3 exd4 4 exd4 Nf6 =. (B) 3 Nc3 exd4 4 Qxd4 Nc6! 5 Qxd5 Be6 6 Qb5 a6 
7 Qa4 Bb4 and Black’s lead in development gives him the edge, Marshall— 
Duras, Carlsbad 1907. 


(m) 4 e3? Bb4t 5 Bd2 dxe3! 6 fxe3 (not 6 Bxb4? exf2t 7 Ke2 fxgi (N)t! winning) 
6... Qh4t 7 g3 Qe4 =. 


(n) (A) 5... Be6 6 Nbd2 Qd7 7 Bg2 Bh3 8 0-0 Bxg2 9 Kxg2 h5 10 h4 Nh6 11 a3 
0-0-0 12 b4 +, Hoang Thanh Trang—Taylor, Budapest 2003. (B) 5... Nge7 
6 Bg2 Ng6 7 Bg5 Qd7 (7... Be7 8 Bxe7 Qxe7 9 Nxd4 +) 8 0-0 Ngxed 
9 Nbdz +, Trapl—Mista, Czech Republic 1995. 


(o) (A) An example of White allowing the Black initiative to grow is Martinez— 
Ramirez, Spain 1990—7 h3 Be6 8 b3 0-0-0 9 Bb2 Nge7 10 Na3?! Ng6 11 Nc2 
Bc5 12 a3 Ngxe5 13 Nxe5 Nxe5 14 f4 Nxc4! 15 bxc4 Bxc4 16 Qd2 Rhe8 17 Bf3 
d3 +. A good plan is (B) 7 0-0 0-0-0 8 Qb3 Nge7 9 Rd1 Qf5 10 Na3 Ng6 
11 Nxd4! Rxd4 12 Rxd4 Nxd4 13 Qxb7t +, Hellers—Kostopoulos, Greece 
2004. 


(p) 10 e6! Bxe6 11 b4 6 12 Qa4 Kb8 13 Bb2 and White has the attack, Khan— 
Ziatdinov, Chicago 1997. 


(q) 6... Bxf3 7 Nxf3 f6 8 exf6 Nxf6 9 23 Bb4t 10 Bd2 Qe7 11 a3 Bxd2t 12 Qxd2 
0-0-0 13 Qd3! +, Capablanca—Aurbach, Paris 1914, 


(r) 10 Bg2 0-0-0 11 Nf3 Qa5t 12 Bd2 Qa6 13 0-0 Nf6 =, Portisch—Forintos, Hun- 
gary 1964. If White plays 7 g3 the game is similar to the previous column. 


(s) 5... Bg4 6 h3 Bxf3 7 gxf3 Nxe5 8 f4 Nc6 9 Bg2 Qd7 10 b4 +, Lasker—Albin, 
New York 1893. 


(t) 10 Bf4 h6 11 h4 (Babula—Krasenkow, Brno 1994), Now 11... Ncd4 12 0-0-0 
Nxf3 leaves Black good compensation for the pawn.. 
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V 
INDIAN OPENINGS 


CATALAN OPENING 


1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 e6 3 g3 


o 


HEN A CATALAN NOBLEMAN, Count Ermengol of Urgell, bequeathed his 
chess pieces to the Convent of St. Giles near Nimes, France, he 

could little have anticipated that he was also making a bequest to 
chess itself. The count’s will, which can be dated to around A.D. 1008, is 
the earliest European source to mention chess, and the game thus makes 
its appearance in Western civilization in Catalonia. Nearly a millennium 
later, in 1981, the chess players of La Seu d’Urgell, a small town in the 
Catalan heartland close to the present-day border of Spain and Andorra, 
commemorated this piece of chess history by erecting a monument in the 
town recording the words of the bequest. 

The nomenclature of chess was also slow, perhaps, to render its 
homage to Catalonia. It was only in 1929 that the Catalan Opening re- 
ceived its name, when the organizers of that year’s Barcelona tournament 
asked Tartakower to invent a variation and name it after the region. The 
opening became a success—it has been employed by Alekhine, Botvinnik, 
Reshevsky, Smyslov, Korchnoi, Karpov, Kasparov and a great number of 
other ranking masters. It affords White a dynamic alternative to the 
Queen’s Gambit and other queen-pawn openings. 
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The most popular way to meet the Catalan is the Open Variation, 
. d5 4 Bg2 dxc4 (columns 1-36). Black opens the long diagonal for the 
White bishop, but causes White to take time in recapturing the pawn. 
White usually chooses development with 5 Nf3 (columns 1—30), eschew- 
ing the immediate roundup of the pawn with 5 Qa4t (columns 31-32). 
Classical development follows with 5...Be7 6 0-0 0-0 7 Qc2 a6 in 
columns 1—12. In columns 1-6 White restrain the Black queenside with 
8 a4, while in columns 7—12 he recaptures with 8 Qxc4, allowing queen- 
side expansion with 8... b5. 

Black has other plans on the fifth move. A major alternative is 
5...¢5 6 0-0 Nc6 (columns 13-18), immediately pressuring d4. White 
can unmask the fianchettoed bishop with 7 Ne5 (columns 13-15) or pin 
the Nc6 with 7 Qa4 (columns 16-18). 

Attempting to secure the c4 pawn with 5...a6 is seen in columns 
19-24. After'6 0-0 Black can carry out his/her “threat” with 6...b5 
(columns 19-21) or first develop with 6... Nc6 (columns 22-23). With 
6 Ne5 (column 24) White prevents... b5. 

Less usual fifth moves for Black constitute columns 25—30.5... Nc6 
is covered in columns 25-26, 5... Bd7 is column 27, 5... Nbd7 is col- 
umn 28, the aggressive 5...b5 is column 29, and 5... Bb4t, trying to 
disorganize White’s position, is column 30. 

Early alternatives are seen in columns 31-36. The immediate recap- 
ture of the pawn with 5 Qa4t (columns 31-32) is less promising than 
5 Nf3. Black plays ...c5 and... d5 in columns 33-36 which gives the 
game an “English” flavor. As usual, White’s intention is to apply signifi- 
cant pressure against Black’s queenside. 


The Closed Variation, 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 g3 d5 4 Bg2 Be7 5 Nf3 0-0 
6 0-0 (columns 37-42), entails less immediate tactics as Black can develop 
his/her pieces behind the pawns. The most usual follow-up is 6... Nbd7 
(columns 37—44) when White gains slightly more space and freedom with 
7 Qc2, planning the advance e4 with or without including the positionally 
desirable b3. Alternative lines in columns 45-48 leave much the same 
story—White holds a slight advantage. Despite the evaluation, players 
may choose the Closed Variation as White’s advantage does not threaten to 
become too great and there is room for strategic maneuvering. _ 


CATALAN OPENING 
Open Variation 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 e6 3 g3 d5 4 Bg2 dxc4 5 Nf3 Be7 6 0-0 0-0 7 Qc2 a6 8 a4 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
8..... Bd 7A) isivccvivascccevavcctvuncdadareutvnstedutigesvcaa vides weelsiedsevcdss Nc6 
9 OXGF es cigsessitistooszege anes coesbeessecsateateesdsee’ Rd1 Qxc4 
Bc6 Bc6 Qd5(p) 
10 = Bg5(b) Nc3 Qd3(q) 
BBS a dat dias Shiai aee case Bd5 Bxf3(m) Rd8(r) 
11 Nc3 Qd3(g) Bxf3 Nc3 
Na6(c) Be4......a00. c5 Nc6 Qh5 
12 Racl......... Bxf6 Qe3 Nc3(i) Bxc6(n) Qc4 
Nb4 Bxf6 Bc6 Bc6(j) bxc6 Bd7 
13 Rfd1 e4 Nc3 e4(k) Bg5 Bf4 
Rcs Nb4 Nbd7 cxd4 Rbs Rac8 
14 ~+Bxf6 Rfd1 Qd3 Qxd4 e3 e4 
Bxf6 b6(e) Bb4 hé a5 Nb4 
15 e4 Nei Rfe1 Bf4 Racl h3 
b6(d) Bd7(f) Bxf3(h) Nbd7(1) Nd7(o) c5(s) 


(a) Two other plausible moves here are (A) 8...c5 9 dxc5 Nc6 10 Rdi Qa5 =, 
Stamenkovié-Gligorié, Yugoslavia 1996, and (B) 8...Nbd7 9 Nbd2 cd 
10 dxc5 Nxc5 =, Gorelov—Rozentalis, USSR 1984. 


(b) 10 Bf4 is not much played. After 10... a5 11 Nc3 Na6 12 Rfe1 Bd5 13 Nxd5 
exd5 Black has equalized, Donchenko-Geller, USSR 1979. 


(c) Interesting is 11... Ra6 12 e3 Rb6 13 Qe2 Nbd7 =, Salov-Granda Zuniga, 
Wijk aan Zee 1997. 


(d) 16 d5 exd5 17 exd5 Bb7 18 Nd4 Ba6 19 Ncb5 Bxd4 20 Rxd4 is slightly favor- 
able for White in a complex position, V. Mikhalevski—Rozentalis, Beersheba 
1997. 


(e) 14... Rb8 15 Raci Qd7 16 b3 Rfd8 17 Qe2 +, Karpov—J. Polgar, Dos Hermanas 
1997. msg 


(f) 16 e5 Bd5 17 Nxd5 exd5 18 Qc3 Be7 19 Nd3 +, Akesson—Ftacnik, Norway 
2006. 


(g) 11 Qc2 Be4 12 Qc1 Nc6 13 Rd1 Nd5 14 Bxe7 Qxe7 =, Stefanova—Speelman, 
Gibraltar 2004. 


(h) Instead 15... h6 16 Bxf6 (16 Bf4 Rc8 17 Qc2 b6 18 e4 with a small edge for 
White, Khalifman—Lautier, Biel 1993) 16 ...Nxf6 17 e4 b6 18 Ned =. After 
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15 ... Bxf3, Beliavsky—Z. Almasi, Ubeda 1997, continued 16 Qxf3 c6 17 Red1 
Qad =, 


(i) 12 dxc5 is a major alternative: 12 ... Ne4 13 Bxe7 Qxe7 14 Nc3 Nxc3 15 Qxc3 


Rc8 16 Rfc1 Nd7 17 b4 a5 18 Qd4 axbé4 is probably +, Marin—Gémez, Seville 
1992. 


(j) 12...cxd4 13 Nxd5 Qxd5? (13... Nxd5 +) 14 b4 +, Karpov—Beliavsky, 
Linares 1994. 


(k) 13 Rfd1 cxd4 14 Nxd4 Bxg2 15 Kxg2 Qa5 16 Bxf6 Bxf6 =, Kasimdzhanov— 
Aronian, Turin Ol. 2006. 


(1) 16 Qc4 Rc8 17 Qe2 Bcd =, Beliavsky—Ki. Georgiev, Yugoslavia 1998. 


(m) 10... Bb4 11 Bg5 Bxc3 12 Bxf6 Qxf6 13 Qxc3 Qe7 14 Qxc4 +, Azmaiparashvili- 
Novopashin, USSR 1981. 


(n) 12 e3 Nd5 13 Qe2 Nad =, Romanishin—Geller, USSR 1980/81. 
(0) 16 Bxe7 Qxe7 17 Ne4 Rb4 18 Nd2 Nbé6 =, Hulak-Iordachescu, Warsaw 2005. 


(p) 9... Nb4 10 Nc3 b5 11 Qb3 bxa4 12 Nxa4 Rb8 13 Rd1 is slightly in White's 
favor, Filipov-Am. Rodriguez, Linares 1997, 


(q) 10 Nbd2 Rd8 11 e3 Qxc4 12 Nxc4 Rb8 13 Bd2 Ne4 14 Rfd1 Nxd2 15 Nfxd2 
Nbé4 =, Ftacnik—Beliavsky, Yerevan Ol. 1996. 


(rt) 10... Nb4 11 Qd1 c5 12 Nc3 Qc4 13 dxc5 Rd8 14 Bd2 Qxc5 15 Qb3 Bd7 
16 Rfc1 +, Polugaevsky-Ivkov, Hilversum 1973. 


(s) 16 g4 Nxg4 17 hxg4 Qxg4 with an unclear position, Wojtkiewicz—Johansson, 
Rilton Cup 1992. 


CATALAN OPENING 
Open Variation 


1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 g3 d5 4 Bg2 dxc4 5 Nf3 Be7 
6 0-0 0-0 7 Qc2 a6(a) 8 Qxc4 b5 9 Qc2 Bb7 


7 8 9 10 11 12 

TO. BEA ig ceive nedaevar iit ala tpetiaes Bebo oP saneveiead ie Sa Geaeavns Bd2 
Nd5 ......... NG6........66 Bd6 Nbd7 Be4(o) 

11 Nc3(b) Rdi(e) Nbd2 Bxf6 Qc1 
Nxf4 Nb4 Nbd7(h) Nxf6 Nbd7(p) 

12 = gxf4 Qc1 Bg5 Nbd2 Bad ! 
Nc6(c) Rc8(f) Rc8 Rc8 Rc8 

13 Rfd1 Nc3 Nb3 Nb3 Nbd2 
Nb4 Nbd5 hé Be4......008- c5 Bas 

14 Qc1 Nxd5 Bxf6 Qc3 dxc5 Qc2 
Qbs Bxd5 Nxf6 Nd5(j) Be4(m) Qes 

15 a3 Be3 Rac1 Qd2(k) Qc3 b4 
Nd5 Ng4 Bd5 c5 Bd5 Nd5 

16 Ne5 Ne1 Rfdi Nxc5 Rac1 a3 


Nxc3(d) Bxg2(g) Qe7(i) Bxc5(1) Nd7(n) f5(q) 


(a) If 7...c5 then either 8 Qxc4 cxd4 9 Nxd4 e5 10 Nb3 Nc6 11 Be3 Beé 
12 Qbs + (Dunnington) or 8 dxc5 Qc7 9 Qxc4 Qxc5 10 Qxc5 Bxc5 11 a3 +, 
Khodos-Krogius, USSR 1967. 


(b) 11 Nbd2 Nd7 12 Nb3 c5 13 dxc5 Rc8 14 Rad1, Gurieli—Kragelj, Pula 1997; 
now 14... Nxc5 15 e4 Nd7 = (Kragelj). 


(c) (A) 12... Nd7 13 Rfdi Bxf3 14 Bxf3 Rb8 15 e3 +, Kramnik—Svidler, Linares 
1998. (B) 12... Ra7 13 Rfd1 Bd6 14 Ng5 +, Inkiov—Bénsch, Stara Zagora 
1990. 


(d) 12 Qxc3 Bxg2 13 Kxg2 +, Stangl—Ruf, Kecskemet 1990. 


(e) 11 Nc3 Rc8 (11... Nxd4 12 Nxd4 Bxg2 13 Nxe6 +) 12 Rad1 Nb4 13 Qb1 
Nbd5 =, Piket—Lautier, Wijk aan Zee 1997. 


(f) 12... Qc8 13 Bg5 c5 14 Bxf6 and neither 14... Bxf6-15 dxc5, Vera—Sisniega, 
Mexico 1984, nor 14... gxf6 15 Nc3 Rd8, Agzamov—Karpov, USSR 1983, 
equalizes for Black. 


(g) 17 Nxg2 Qd5 18 f3 Nxe3 =, Bruzon—Anand, Turin Ol. 2006. 
(hb) 11... Bxf4 12 gxf4 Nbd7 13 Rfcl +, Stangl-Henke, Dortmund 1993. 


(i) 17 Nfd2 Bxg2 18 Kxg2 e5 19 dxe5 Qxe5 20 Nf3 +, C. Hansen-S. Petersen, Den- 
mark 1990. 
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(j) 14... Nd7 15 Rfdi1 c6 16 Rac1 Qb6 17 Nc5 Nxc5 18 dxc5 Qc7 19 Ned +, 
Andersson—Winants, Tilburg (rapid) 1993. 


(k) 15 Qc6, 15 Qc1, and 15 Qa5 have all been tried here, but Black has been able 
to equalize against each of them. 


() 17 dxc5 Rx 18 Rfcl Rxc1t 19 Rxc1 Qa8 with just a tiny edge for White, Bur- 
gos—De Souza, Sao Paulo 2004. 


(m) (A) 14... Bd5 15 Ne1 Bxb3 16 Qxb3 Bxc5 17 Nd3 +, Konopka-—Breyther, 
Bundesliga 1994, (B) 14... a5 15 a4 Be4 16 Qc3 b4 17 Qe3 Bd5 18 Rfdi +, 
L.B. Hansen—B, Hansen, Danish Chp. 1996. 


(n) 17 Qe3 Bxb3 18 Qxb3 Nxc5 19 Qe3 with a minor edge to White, Kunte—Wells, 
Edinburgh 2003. 


(0) 10... Nc6 is an alternative: 11 e3 (11 Rd1 Nxd4 12 Nxd4 Bxg2 13 Ba5 Be4 
14 Qxe7 Qxe7 is nothing for White, Plaskett-Adams, British Chp. 1997) 
11... Ra7 12 Rc1 Qa8 13 Nél Nb8 14 Bxb7 Qxb7 15 Ba5, L Almasi—Borocz, 
Hungary 1998; now 15 .. . c5 16 dxc5 Nc6 would be chances for both sides. 


(p) (A) 11... Ne6 12 Be3 b4 13 Nbd2 Bd5 14 Rd1 +, Andersson—Skembris, Bar 
1997. (B) 11... b4 12 Bg5 Nbd7 13 Nbd2 Bd5, I. Almasi—Donev, Austria 1997; 
now 14 Qez2 is a slight plus. 


(q) 17 Rae1 Qh5 (17... Qg6 18 e4 fxe4 19 Qxe4 +, Gelfand—Lutz 2002) 18 e4 fxe4 
19 Rxe4 Qf5 with near equality, Payen—Ze Quang, France 2002. 
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CATALAN OPENING 


Open Variation 
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 g3 d5 4 Bg2 dxc4 5 Nf3 c5 6 0-0 Nc6(a) 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
7 NGS iciciceieibicedevateacksieievesetes cree Qa4 
Bd7(b) Ba 7) etsistcceeie ene cxd4 
8 Na3(c) Qxc4 Nxd4. 
cxd4(d) Da seciete tay cxd4 Qxd4 
9 Naxc4 Qd3 Nxd4 Bxc6t 
BOS te ccscsees Nxed ........ Be7(i) Rc8 Rc8 Bd7(r) 
10 Qb3 Nxe5 Qb3 dxc5i(m) Nc3 Rd1 
0-0 Qb6 Qc8 Bxc5 Nxd4 Qxd1+t(s) 
11 Bf4(e) Nxd7(g) Bf4(j) Nc3 Qxd4 Qxd1 
Qc8 Nxd7 0-0 b4 Bcd Bxc6 
12  Racl Qa4 Rac1 Ne4 Qh4 Nd2 
Nd5 Qb4(h) Nd5 Nxe4 b5(o0) h5(t) 
13 Nd3 Qxb4 Rfd1 Qxe4 Bg5 h3 
Nxf4 Bxb4 Nxf4 Ne?! Be7 Rd8 
14 px Bxb7 Ne5 Rfd1(p) Qc2 


exf4 
Be7(f)  Rb8+ Rbs{k) —-iBbS(n) ~——Re4(q) ~——BeS(u) 


(a) 6... cxd4 7 Nxd4 Qb6 8 Nc3 Bd7 9 Be3 Bc5 10 b4 cxb3 11 Rb1 Bxd4 12 Bxd4 
Qce7 13 Qxb3 +, V. Mikhalevski—Murey, Israel 1997, But 7 . . . Na6 8 Na3 Bxa3 
9 bxa3 0-0 10 Bb2 Qbé6 was playable for Black in Cetverik—Z. Ivan, Harkany 
1996. 


(b) 7... Nxe5 8 dxe5 Qxd1 9 Rxd1 Nd5 10 Na3 Bd7 11 Nxc4 +, Marosi—Kral, 
Hungary 1994. Or 8...Nd5 9 Na3 Bd7 10 Nxc4 +, Petrosian—Panno, Palma 
de Mallorca 1969, The pawn on e5 cramps Black. 


(c) The alternatives, 8 Nxc6 and 8 Nxc4, have fallen out of favor. 
(d) 8... Nd5 9 Naxc4 Nxd4 10 Be3 +, Kakhiana—A. Sokolov, Helsinki 1992. 


(e) 11 Qxb7 Nxe5 12 Nxe5 Rb8 13 Qf3 Bd6 14 Nc6 with good compensation in 
Kasparov—Deep Blue, Philadelphia 1996. Black can avoid this line by playing 
10... Qc8 first. 


(f) 15 Nce5 Qc7 16 Rc4 Rfc8 17 Rfci +, Piket—van der Sterren, Holland 1994. 
(g) 11 Nc4 Qa6 12 Qxd4 Rc8 =, Cosma—Zontakh, Belgrade 1996. 


(h) (A) 12... Rd8 13 e3 Bcd 14 exd4 Bxd4 15 Bg5 0-0 (15... £6 16 Rad1 presses 
the initiative) 16 Bxd8 Rxd8 17 Rad1 e5 with some compensation for the 
exchange, Chernin—Gyimesi, Lillafured 1999. (B) 12...0-0-0 13 Rd1 +, 
Topalov—Morozevich, Madrid 1996. 
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(i) 9... Rc8 10 Bf4 Be7!? 11 Qb3 Nxe5 12 Bxe5 Bc6 13 Bxc6t bxc6 14 Rfd1 c5 
15 e3 0-0=, Brochet—Inkiov, France 2003. 


(j) 11 Bd2!? intending Rac1 and Nad is van Wely’s suggestion. 
(k) 15 Be4 Qc7 16 Qf3 Bf6 17 17 e3 g6 =, Piket-van Wely, Monaco 1997. 


(1) (A) 7...Qa5 8 Qxc4 cxd4 9 Nxd4 =, Hiibner—Doghri, Yerevan Ol. 1996. 
(B) 7...Nd7 8 dxc5 Bxc5 9 Qxc4 0-0 10 Nc3 a6 11 Rd1 Qb6 12 Ne4 +, 
Bischoff-Sonntag, Bundesliga 1987. 


(m) 10 Bg5 c4 11 Qd1 Be7 12 Nc3 b4 13 Bxf6 gxf6 14 Ne4 Qa5 15 Qd2 £5 ©, Hitb- 
ner—Miiller, Germany 1997. 


(n) 15 Be3 Bxe3 16 Qxe3 0-0 =, M. Grunberg—Ilinic, India 2004. 


(o) 12... Bc6 13 Rd1 Qb6 14 Bxc6t Rxc6 15 Bh6! +, Topalov-van Wely, Melody 
Amber 2003, 


(p) White can probably do better with 14 Rad1 Rc4 15 Rd4 Rxd4 16 Qxd4 Qh6é 
17 Qh4 +, as f2 is protected. 


(q) 15 Rd4 Rxd4 16 Qxd4 Qb6 17 Qh4 b4 18 Ne4 Nxe4 19 Bxe7 Qxf2t 20 Khi 
Bc6 =, Ilinéié-Smagin, Belgrade-Moscow 1998. 


@® 9... bxc6 10 Qxcé6t Qd7 11 Qxa8 Bc5 12 Nc3 was not quite adequate for 
Black in Christiansen—Lhagva, Lucerne Ol. 1982. 


(s) 10... Bxc6 11 Qxc6t bxc6 12 Rxd4 and 11...Qd7 12 Rxd7 bxc6 13 Rd4 
both lead to bad endings for Black. 


(t) 12...b5, 12...0c3, and 12... Be7 have been tried here, but they are all at 
least +. 


(u) Hovde-Groiss, corr. 1984-90. After 15 Nxc4 Ne4 16 Ne3 Bb6 17 b4 White's 
material edge gradually prevailed. 
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CATALAN OPENING 


Open Variation 


1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 g3 d5 4 Bg2 dxc4 5 Nf3 a6 


19 20 21 22 23 24 

6 OO si cv ah cy ve edawateehed ed deere cea tl kcieeea ieladiadiaiie Baha Ned 
5 (a), cteceos seinwtcsdarstesaneet aes seesiaes Nc6 c5 

7 Ned e3: Na3(p) 
Nd5(b) Bd7 cxd4(q) 

8° = aA(c) Qe2 is iivevies Nc3 Naxc4 
Bb7 bs Bdé(1) Be7 

9 DS saa cectiidedaweseeese axb5 Rdi Qe2(m) Bd2 
C3 castles cxb3 axb5 Be7 b5 a5 

10 axb5 Qxb3(f) Rxa8 e4(j) Rd1(n) Qb3 
axb5 Nc6 Bxa8 0-0 0-0 Nbd7 

11 Rxa8 Rd1 e4 Nc3 e4 Bxb7 
Bxa8 Bd6 Nf6 Re8& e5 a4 

12 +e Nxc6 Nc3 Ne5 dxe5 Qi3 
Nfé(d) Bxc6 c6(h) Rb8 Nxe5 Bxb7 

13° =Nxc3 e4 d5 Be3 Nxe5 _ ) Qxb7 
b4(e) bxa4(g) Be7 (i) Bf8(k) Bxe5(o) Nxe5(r) 


(a) 6...c5 7 dxc5 Qxd1 8 Rxd1 Bxc5 9 Ne5 +, Razuvaev—Geller, USSR 1988. 


(b) 7... 6 8 b3 (8 Nxc6 Qb69 9 Ne5 Bb7 10 a4 Bxg2 11 Kxg2 Qb7t 12 Kgi 
Nbd7 =, Cebalo—Sveshnikov, Athens 1983) 8 . .. cxb3 9 Nxc6 Qb6 10 Na5 Ra7 
11 Nxb3 Rd7 12 e4 , Krasenkow—Kohlweyer, Ostend 1996, 


(c) After 8 Nc3 Bb7 9 Nxd5 exd5 neither 10 e4 nor 10 b3 lead to an edge for 
White. 


(d) Probably best is the sacrifice 12 . . , b4(!) 13 exd5 Bxd5 14 Bxd5 Qxd5 15 Qd3 
Bdé with roughly even chances, Aaberg—Kaidanov, Gibraltar 2007. 


(e) 14 Nb5 c6 15 d5 cxb5 16 dxe6, Vladimirov—Thérhallsson, Gausdal 1991. After 
16 ...Qxd1 17 exf7t Ke7 18 Rxd1 White has very good compensation 
(Vladimirov). ne 


(f) 10 axb5 axb5 11 Rxa8 Bxa8 12 Qxb3 c6 13 Nc3 Nd7 = 


(g) Gelfand—Riemersma, Arnhem 1987, After 14 Qf3 Ne7 15 Qg4 correct is 15... 
Ng6 (15... 0-0? 16 e5 +) 16 d5 ~, 


(h) 12... b4 is bad because of 13 Qa4t Nbd7 14 Nb5 (Dunnington). 


(i) Instead 13 ... exd5 14 exd5 Nxd5 15 Qh5 is strong. Also 13... Bd6 14 Ng4 
b4 15 Nxf6t gxf6, Romero—Antunes, Havana 1991; now 16 Nb1 would be +. 
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After 13... Be7 14 dxe6 fxe6 15 Qe2 0-0 16 Bh3 Qe8 (16... Qc8 17 Nf3 +, 
Zilberstein—Novikov, USSR 1988) 17 Bxe6t Kh8 18 Bf5 White has a signifi- 
cant edge, Krasenkow—Kaidanov, Gausdal 1991. 


(j) 10 Nc3 0-0 11 Ne5 Qe8 12 b3 Nd5!? 13 Bxd5 exd5 14 Nxd5 Nxe5 15 dxe5 Ra7 
16 bxc4 +, Aronian—Carlsen, Morelia/Linares 2007. This line is complicated 
and there may be improvements. 


(k) The position is about even, White having compensation for the pawn, 
K. Urban—Dautov, Pula 1997. 


(1) 8... Rb8 9 Ne5 Na5, Gulko—Korneev, Mondariz 1997. White’s space and cen- 
tral initiative compensate for the pawn. ° 


(m) 9 Ne5 Bxe5 10 dxe5 Nxe5 11 Bxb7 Rb8 12 Bg2 (12 f4 Nd3 13 Bxa6 Nxb2 F, 
Bouwmeester—Oim, corr. 1993), Tibensky—Haba, Czech Republic 1991; now 
12... 0-0 13 Qd4 is slightly better for White. 


(n) 10 a4 Rb8 11 e4 Be7 =, Neishtadt—Oim, corr. 1990. 


(o) 14 Bg5 cé 15 Bxfé gxf6 16 f4 (not 16 Bh3 Bxh3 +, Sterud-Neishtadt, corr. 
1990) 16... Bxc3 17 bxc3 Qe7 draw agreed, Razuvaev—A. Petrosian, Tashkent 
1994. Black’s kingside weaknesses are balanced by the extra pawn. 


(p) After 7 Be3 Nd5 8 dxc5 Nd7 neither 9 Nxc4 nor 9 Bd4 gives White any 
advantage. 


(q) 7... Qxd4!? 8 Qxd4 cxd4 9 Naxc4 Nfd7 was all right for Black In Ehlvest— 
Azmaiparashvili, Liepajas 2006. 


(r) 14 Nxe5 Qd5 15 Qc6t Qxc6 16 Nxc6, I. Almasi—Vadasz, Budapest 1997; now 
Black can equalize with 16... Bc5 17 Re1 Bb6. 


527 


CATALAN OPENING 


Open Variation 
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 g3 d5 4 Bg2 dxc4 5 Nf3 


25 26 27 28 29 30 
Biche: NCB seis ateie ins BdZ.......055 Nbd7........ DB iadverueds Bb4t 
6 Qa4 Ne5 0-0(i)} a4 Bd2 
Bb4t(a) ..... Nd7 Bc6 Be7(j) c6 Be7 
7 Bd2 Qxc4 Nxc6 Nfd2 axb5(m) 0-0(p) 
Bd6 Nb6 Nxc6 Nb6 cxb5 Bd7 
8 0-0 Qd3(d) 0-0(g) Nxc4 Ned Ne5 
0-0 e5 Qd7 Nxc4 Nd5 Nc6é 
9 Qxc4(b) Bg5(e) e3 Qa4t Nc3 Nxd7(q) 
e5 f6 Rb8 Nd7 Bb4 Qxd7 
10 3 dxe5 Be3 Qe2 Qxc6 0-0 63 
Nxe5 exd4 b5 Nb6(k) Bxc3 Rb8 
11 Nxe5 Nxd4 b3 Qd3 e4! ms Qe1 
Bxe5 Bb4t cxb3 0-0 Bxb2(n) / e5 
12 Bc3 Nc3 axb3 Nc3 exd5 dxe5(r) 


Qe7(c) Nxd4(f) Rb6(h) Nd5(l) Bxa1(o) Nxe5 = 


(a) (A) 6...Qd5 7 00 Bd7 8 Nc3 Qh5 9 Qxc4 +, Bukié—Cvetkovié, Portoroz 
1971, (B) 6... Bd7 7 Qxc4 Nad 8 Qd3 c5 9 0-0 Rc8 10 Nc3 Bc6 11 Rd1 +, 
Dizdarevié—Vukovié, Yugoslavia 1990. 


(b) 9 Bc3 Nd5 10 Qxe4 Nxe3 11 bxc3 Na5 12 Qd3 c5 13 Nbd2 cxd4 14 cxd4 Bd7 
15 Ne4 Be7 =, Carlsen—Ponomariov, Tal Mem. 2006. 


(c) 13 Bxe5 Qxed 14 Nc3 c6 =, Karpov—Kramnik, Wijk aan Zee 1998. 


(d) Maneuvering with 8 Qb5 Bd7 9 Qb3 allows 9... Na5 10 Qd3 c5 11 dxc5 Bxc5 
12 Qc3 Rc8! 13 Qxg7 Bf8 14 Qg5 Qxg5 15 Bxg5 Bg7 =, Kramnik—Naiditsch, 
Dortmund 2006. 


(e) 9 Nxe5 Nb4 10 Qc3 Qxd4 11 0-0 Qxc3 12 Nxc3 Bd6 13 Nf3 c6 14 Nd4 0-0=, 
Beliavsky~Adams, Madrid 1998. 


(f) 13 Bxd4 c5 =, Wojtkiewicz—Mikhalchishin, Nova Gorica 1997. 


(g) (A) 8 e3 Nd5 9 0-0 Be7 10 Qe2 Nbé6 =, Beliavsky—Portisch, Linares 1988. 
(B) 8 Qa4 Qd7 9 Qxc4 Nxd4 10 0-0.c5 11 Nc3 Rd8, Sosonko—Lukacs, Volmac- 
Spartacus 1987. After 12 Bg5 b5 13 Qd3 Be7 Lukacs evaluates the position as 
a slight edge for Black. 


(h) Now White has two continuations: (A) 13 Rd1 a6 14 Nc3 Be7 15 Bb2 Nb4 
16 e4 0-0, Petursson—So. Polgar, Arhus 1993, White’s space advantage fully 
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compensates for the pawn. (B) 13 Bxc6 Rxc6 14 Rxa7 Bd6 15 Ba3 Bxa3 
16 Nxa3 =, Stohl—Zsu. Polgar, Rimavska Soboda 1991. 


(i) 6 Qa4 is equally possible: 6... Be7 (6...a6 is column 31 by transposition) 
7 Qxc4 0-0 8 0-0 +, Gronn-H. Hunt, Gausdal 1992. 


(j) 6...c5 7 Na3 Nb6 8 Bg5, Atalik—Sturua, Chalkia 1996; now Atalik suggests 
8...05 


(k) The usual move had been 10...c5, but White is just slightly better in that 
case. 


() 13 Rd1 with a small edge to White, Krasenkow—Hiibner, Polanica Zdroj 1996. 


(m) 7 Ned Nd5 8 0-0 Bb7 9 b3 is another approach. After 9... cxb3 10 axb5 cxb5 
11 Qxb3 a6 12 e4, Agzamov—Foisor, Sochi 1985, White’s play in the center 
was more than adequate compensation for the pawn. 


(n) (A) 11... Bxd4 12 Qxd4 Qb6 13 Nf3 +. (B) 11...Nf6 12 bxc3 Nbd7 
13 Nc6é +, Kinsman—Bryson, Edinburgh 1996. (C) 11...Ne7 and (D) 
11... Bb4 also fail to equalize. 


(0) 13 Ba3 a5 14 dxe6 Bxe6 15 Bxa8, Kengis—Meister, Togliatti 1985; now after 
15... b416 Qxal 0-0 17 Bei or 15 .. . Qxd4 16 Qxai Qxai 17 Rxai b4 18 Bc 
White is slightly better. 


(p) 7 Qc2 Bd7 8 Qxc4 Bc6 9 Nc3 Ne4 =, Beliavsky—Kovacevié, Sarajevo 1982. 
(q) 9 Nxc6 Bxc6 10 Bxc6t bxc6 would favor Black. 


(r) 12 Rd1 exd4 13 Be1, Hudecek—Verdikhanov, Pardubice 1997; now Verdikhanov 
gives 13... Qe6 14 Bxc6 Qxc6 15 Rxd4 b5 +. 
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CATALAN OPENING 


Early Alternatives 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 e6 3 g3 
31 32 33 34 35 36 
3 5 (4) vitciscn ihittii c5 
4  Bg2 Nf3 
dxc4 cxd4 
5 Qaat Nxd4 
Nbd7 d5 
6 Nfs Bg2 
a6 e5 
7 NG ...sssceree Qxc4 Nf3(g) 
Be7(b) bs d4 
8 Ned Qcé 0-0 : 
0-0 Rb8 Nc6é (> 
9 Nxd7 Bf e3 
Bxd7 Bb4t(d) BGS ose cstecnsorecscsteuntvs Be7,......065 d3 
10 Qxc4 Nbd2 exd4 exd4 Nc3 
b5 Bb7 exd4......... Bxd4 exd4 Bb4(l) 
11 Qb3 Qc2(e) Reit Nxd4 Bf4(j) Bd2 
b4(c) Nd5(f) Be6(h) Nxd4(i), 0-0(k) Be6(m) 


(a) Lines with... Bb4t will often be found in the Bogo-Indian by transposition. 


(b) 7... Rb8 8 Qxc4 b5 9 Qd3 Bb7 10 0-0 c5 11 dxc5 Bxc5 12 Bf4 Rac8 13 Rad1 
b4 (better is 13... 0-0, Andersson—Karpov, Wijk aan Zee 1988) 14 Na4 Be7 
15 Ne5 +, Andersson—Milov, Groningen 1997. 


(c) 12 Ne4 Bb5 13 Nxf6t Bxf6 14 Be3 (14 Bxa8 would be risky) 14... Rb8 15 Rd1 
c5 16 dxc5 Qa5 =, Andersson—An. Sokolov, Bar 1997. 


(d) 9...Nd5 10 Bg5 Be7 11 Bxe7 Qxe7 12 Nc3 and now there is an equalizing 
pawn sacrifice—12 ...Bb7 13 Nxd5 Bxc6 14 Nxe7 Kxe7 15 Re1 Bd5 16 Rxc7 
Rfc8 17 Ra7 Ra8 18 Rxa8 Bxa8 19 Kd2 Nf6 with equal chances, Ivanchuk— 
Leko, Melody Amber 2002. 


(e) 11 Qxc7 Qxc7 12 Bxc7 Rc8 13 Bf4 Nd5 14 Kd1 Nxf4 15 gxf4 Nb6 with good 
compensation. 


(f) 12 Bg5 {6 13 Bf4 g5 14 Be3, Bricard—Loffler, Wijk aan Zee 1996; now 14... c5 
15 a3 Ba5 16 0-0 c4 is about even (Loffler), 


(g) 7 Nb3 and 7 Nc2 are too tame to offer White anything. 


(h) 12 Ng5 0-0 13 Nxe6 fxe6 14 Nd2 (14 Rxe6 d3 15 Bxc6 bxc6 16 Be3 Bd4 17 Nc3 
Qd7 18 Qxd3 Qxe6 19 Qxd4 Rad8 favored Black in Nenashev—Kasparov, 
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Tashkent 1978) 14... e5 15 Ne4, Beliavsky—-M. Gurevich, Niksié 1996. Now 
instead of 15... Nxe4? 16 Bxe4 Qf6 17 Rf1, which favored White, Beliavsky 
recommends 15... Qb6 16 Qb3 Nxe4 17 Qxb6 axb6 18 Bxe4 d3 with coun- 
terplay for Black. 


(i) (A) 12 Nc3 0-0 13 Nd5 Be6 14 Nxf6t+ Qxf6 15 b3 Qg6 16 Bb2 draw agreed, 
Rogers—Rublevsky, Polanica Zdroj 1997. (B) After 12 Bg5 0-0 13 Nc3 h6 
14 Bxf6 Qxf6 Beliavsky has tried two moves: 15 b3 Qg6 16 Re1, Beliavsky— 
Rublevsky, Groningen 1997, when 16... Re8 17 Qxd4 exd4 18 Rxe8t Kh7 
19 Nd5 d3 is murky (Beliavsky); 15 f4 Qb6 16 Rf2 Nc6 17 f5 was better for 
White in Beliavsky—Rublevsky, Groningen 1997. 


(j) 11 Nbd2 0-0 12 Nb3 d3 13 Be3 Bg4 14 Nc5 Ne5 15 Nxb7 Qc8 favored Black in 
Schoof—Farago, Boblingen 1996. 


(k) 12 Ne5 Qb6 (12... Nxe5 13 Bxe5 Bc5 14 Nd2; now both 14... Re8 and 
14... Ng4 seem to be 4) 13 Qb3 Qa6 14 Nd2 +, Kabatiansky—Kuchera, USSR 
1989. 


(1) 10...Bg4 11 h3 Be6 12 b3 h6 13 Bb2 Qd7 14 Kh2 g5 led to a wild position 
with chances for both sides in Rotshtein—Mikhalchishin, Lviv 1996. 


(m) 12 Nxe5 Nxe5 13 Qa4t Nc6 14 Bxc6t bxc6 15 Qxb4 Rb8 16 Qa3 h5, Gelfand— 
Lautier, Groningen 1997. Black has compensation for the pawn. 
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CATALAN OPENING 
Closed Variation 


1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 g3 d5 4 Bg2 Be7 5 Nf3 0-0 6 0-0 Nbd7 7 Qc2 c6 


37 38 39 40 41 42 
8 ND 2 evtee ekg fan ebb iawe aan eye ae oliecan ens b3 
b6 (a) b6 
9 OF ncelucehaSesidsisiotes b3 Rd1 
BD7.....0cu0s Ba6 BaG v.csceveee a5 Bb7ifsivesini Ba6 
10 e5(b) e5 Rdi Bb2 Nc3 Bb2 
Ne8s Ne’ Rc&(f) Ba6 Rc8 Rc8 
11 b3 Rel e4 e4 e4 Nc3 
Rc8 Rc8 c5 Rc8 dxe4. b5(o) 
12 Bb2 Bfi exd5 Rfe1(j) Nxe4 c5 
c5 Nc7 exd5 c5 Nxe4(1) b4 
13 dxc5(c) ——»b3 Bb2(g) —exd5 Qxe4 Na4, 
Nxc5 dxc4 b5(h) exd5 b5(m) Bb5 
14 Rfd1 Nxc4 cxd5 Rad1 Bf4 Ne1 
Qc7 Nd5 c4 cxd4 bxc4 Rb8(p) 
15 Racl Qe4 bxc4. Nxd4 bxc4 Nd3 
Qb8(d) b5(e) bxc4(i) Bb4(k) Qa5(n) Ne&(q) 


(a) 8... b5 9 c5 a5 10 e4 Nxe4 11 Nxe4 dxe4 12 Qxe4 Nf6 13 Qc2 +, Rajkovié- 
Colovié, Cetinje 1993. 


(b) 10 cxd5 cxd5 11 e5 Ne8 12 Ret Ba6! 13 Nfi Rc8 14 Qd1 (14 Qa4 Nc7) 
14... Nb8 15 h4 Nc6 16 Bg5 Bxg5 17 hxg5 Ne7 =, Filipov-Khenkin, ECU Club 
Cup 2006. 


(c) If 13 Raci not 13...Qc7 14 cxd5 Bxd5 15 Ne4 Qb7 16 Rfel +, Goldin— 
Bousoukis, Philadelphia 1992, but 13 ... Nc7 =, 


(d) 16 cxd5 exd5 17 Nf1 Ne4 18 Qe2 +, Shirov—Vaganian, Bundesliga 2006. 


(e) 16 Ne3 Re8 17 h4 Nfé 18 Nxd5 cxd5 19 Qg4 Rc6 20 h5 was good for White in 
Cifuentes—Flear, Polanica Zdroj 1992. 


(f) 10... c5 11 e4 dxc4 12 bxc4 cxd4 13 e5 Ng4 14 Qe4 h5 15 h3 Nc5 16 Qb1 Nh6 
17 Nb3 =, Kunte—Barua, India 2003. 


(g) 13 Qf5 g6 14 Qh3 h5 15 Bb2 Rc7 (15... Bb7 draw agreed, Tal—Lputian, 
Manila Int. 1990) 16 Bhi Bb7 17 Re1 Ng4, Cifuentes-Sosonko, Dutch Chp. 
1992. The position is probably slightly favorable for White. 


(h) 13 ....cxd4 14Nxd4b5 15 Qf5 bxc4 16 bxc4 Bxc4 17 Nxc4 Rxc4 18 Bxd5 +, 
Ghitescu—Radulov, Bucharest 1971. 
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(i) 16 Ne5 Nxd5 17 Ne4 +, Umanskaya-—llinsky, Russia 1995. 


(j) 12 e5 Ne8 13 Rfcl Nc7 =, Cobo—Minev, Baja 1971. 12 Rfd1, 12 Rac, and 
12 Ne5 are all possibilities here. 


(k) 16 a3 Bc5 17.Qf5 dxc4 18 bxc4 +, Gligorié—Nedeljkovié, Yugoslav Chp. 1951. 


(l) 12...c5 13 Nxf6t Bxf6 14 Ng5 Bxg5 15 Bxb7 Rc7 16 Be4 f5 17 Bg2 +, 
Epishin—Belotti, Reggio Emilia 1996. 


(m) 13... Nf6 14 Qc2 Qc7 15 Bf4 Bd6 16 Bxd6 Qxd6 17 c5 Qe7 18 Ned +, Sher— 
Bobbia, Ticino 1994. 


(n) 16 Qc2 Ba8 17 c5 +, Salov—Spassky, France 1994. 


(0) 11...dxe4 12 bxc4 Bxc4 13 Ne5 Nxe5 14 dxe5 Nd7 15 Ne4 would give White 
good compensation in an unclear position. 


(p) 14... Bxa4 would weaken the light squares too much. 


(q) Tisdall—Hjartarson, Reykjavik 1996, continued 16 Rabi a5 17 e3 f5 18 a3 
(Hjartarson suggests 18 £3) 18 . .. bxa3 19 Bxa3 Nc7 20 Bel +. 


CATALAN OPENING 


Closed Variation 
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 g3 d5 4 Bg2 Be7 5 Nf3 0-0 6 0-0 
43 44 45 46 47 48 
6..... NDZ ie siivscntvatienasaeys CBee eee Ge eee COL b.ecesees Na6 
7 |e See Qc2 NG3.... esses Nbd2(g) cxd5 Nc3 
c6 c6 dxc4. b6 Nxd5(j) c5 
8 Bb2 Rdi a4 Qc2 dxc5(k) cxd5 
b6 b6 Nbd7 Bb7 Bxc5 exd5 
9 Nc3 Bf4. e4 e4 a3 dxc5 
a5 Bb7 e5 Na6 Nc6 Nxc5 
10 Nd2(a) Nc3 dxe5 a3 b4 Be3 
Ba6 Rc&(c) Ng4 c5(h) Be7 Nce4(m) 
11 e4 Ne5(d) Bf4 e5 Bb2 Re1 
dxc4 Nh5 Qad Nd7 Bfé Be6 
12 e5 Be3 e6 dxc5 Qb3 Nd4 
Nd5 Nhf6 -dxe6 bxc5 Bd7 Bd7 
13. bxc4 h3 Qe2 Rel Nbd2 Nxe4 
Nxc3 b5 Nge5 Qc7- Bxh2 dxe4 
14 Bxc3 Nxd7 Nd4 h4a Qxb2 Nb3 


Rc8(b) Nxd7(e) Nd3(f) Rad&(i) Qe7(1) hé(n) 


(a) (A) 10 Re1 Ba6 11 cxd5 cxd5 12 e4 =. (B) 10 Ne5 Nxe5 11 dxe5.Nd7 12 cxd5 
cxd5 13 e4 Ba6 14 exd5 is a promising exchange sacrifice, Crepinsek—Minev, 
Maribor 1967, 


(b) 15 Re1 +, Keres—B66k, Kemeri 1937. However, Kramnik omitted 6... Nbd7, 
playing the position after 10 Nd2 with his bishop already at a6 and his knight 
at b8. Lautier—Kramnik, match 1993, continued 10... Ra7 11 Qc2 Rd7 12 3 
c5 13 Rfd1 cxd4 14 exd4 Nc6 =. 


(c) 10... Nh5 11 BeS £6 12 Bf4 Nxf4 13 gxf4 f5 14 e3 Rc8 15 Raci Bd6 =, El Debs— 
Leitao, Brazil 2006. , ; 


(d) 11 Ract Nh5 12 Qh3 Nxf4 13 gxf4 Bd6 14 63 Qe7 =, Piket—Seirawan, Amster- 
dam 1996. 


(e) 16 c5, Beliavsky—Yusupov, Ubeda 1997; now Yusupov gives 16... a5 as equal, 


(f) This column illustrates typical play in the Catalan Gambit. 14... Nd3 im- 
proves on the older 14... Nb6. Topalov-Kramnik, Linares 1997, continued 
15 Nxe6 Rf6 16 Bc7 Qb4 with a wild struggle and perhaps a small edge to Black. 


(g) 7 Qc2 b6 8 Ned Bb7 9 Bf4 dxc4 10 Qxc4 Ba6 11 Qc2 Qxd4 12 Rd1 Qc5 13 Nc3 
was a promising pawn sacrifice in Piket-Brenninkmeijer, Groningen 1998. 
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(h) 10... dxc4 11 Nxc4 b5 12 Nced2 c5 13 e5 Nd5 14 Ne4 +, Kaidanov—Nenashev, 
Lucerne 1993. 


(i) 15 Nf1 Nab8 16 cxd5 Bxd5 17 Bg5 +, Kozul—C. Hansen, Wijk aan Zee 1991. 


() 7...Qxd5 (7... exd5 is the Tarrasch Defense) 8 Nc3 Qh5 9 dxc5 Rd8 
10 Qc2 +, Lombardy—Navarro, Mexico 1980. 


(k) Also 8 e4 Nf6 9 Nc3 Nc6 10 dxc5 Qxd1 11 Rxd1 Bxc5 12 h3 +, Helm—Lahlum, 
Bergen 2002. 


() 15 Raci Rfc8 16 e4 Nb6 17 e5 a5 18 bxaS (18 b5 Na7 19 Nd4 Na4 with 
counterplay—Atalik) 18 ... Nd5 +, Stohl—Atalik, Beijing Open 1996. 


(m) 10... BfS 11 Rc1 Rc8 12 Nd4 Bg6 13 Bh3 is better for White. 
(n) 15 Qd4 +, Tukmakov—Kuzmin, Lvov 1990, 
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NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENSE 


j 
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 
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HE NIMzO-INDIAN DEFENSE is a highly respected strategy to constrain 
the White center while actively posting the Black pieces. The pin 

of the White knight allows Black several strategic themes which 
were explored by the great chess theoretician, Aron Nimzovich, in the 
1920s and 30s. The themes, such as blockade, restraint, and working 
against doubled pawns, were part of the “hypermodermn” ideas which he 
and others developed at the time (see his classic work My System). 

The Nimzo-Indian is labeled as an “Indian” defense without having 
the characteristic fianchetto. It has, however, the defining trait—Black 
does not occupy the central squares at first, but his/her pieces control 
them. The third move pin impacts the e4 and d5 squares, and further 
moves deter White from advancing in the center until Black is ready to 
make a stake there. The plan and opening are regarded well. Since its in- 
vention, the opening has been employed by all the World Champions and 
other top players. 

White’s chances for advantage are due to his/her pawn center and 
the frequent occurrence of gaining the bishop pair. The main variations 
seek to use these possible advantages in different strategic ways. 
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The Classical Variation, 4 Qc2 (columns 1-18), has remained the 
most fashionable line for the last decade (see above diagram). This move 
avoids the doubled pawns, thereby reducing Black’s counterchances. A 
favorite of Capablanca, the Classical Variation was popular in the 1930s 
and 40s, but afterwards was regarded as a dull and drawish line for many 
decades. New ideas in the 1980s and 90s from Ivan Sokolov, Kasparov, 
and others led a revival of the variation and its current status today. 
4...0-05 a3 Bxc3t 6 Qxc3 (columns 1—6) leaves Black with a choice of 
responses. Most usual is 6... b6 (columns 1-3), but 6... Ne4 (column 4) 
and 6... b5 (column 6) are active moves that will make White think. The 
central thrust 4... d5 is covered in columns 7-12. There are sharp, sacri- 
ficial lines arising from 5 a3 Bxc3t 6 Qxc3 Ne4 7 Qc2 (columns 7-8). The 
safer continuation, 5 cxd5 (columns 10-12), has run into a new idea, 
5... Qxd5 6 Nf3 Qfs! (column 10), which has been very solid for Black in 
practice. Lines seen less in practice constitute columns 13-18. 4... c5 
(columns 13-14) is positionally well motivated, but Black has difficulty 
avoiding a worse endgame after White’s continuation in column 13. 
The Milner-Barry Variation, 4...Nc6 (columns 15-16), and 4...d6 
(columns 17-18) appear to leave White an edge. 
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The Rubinstein Variation, 4 e3 (columns 19-48, see previous dia- 
gram), has always been a highly regarded response to the Nimzo-Indian. 
White pursues kingside development and strengthens his/her center. The 
queen’s bishop is temporarily locked behind the pawns, but this is not a 
worry since there will be ensuing central activity to open lines. With 
4...0-05 Bd3 d5 6 Nf3 c5 7 0-0 (columns 19-30) both sides develop and 
play for control of the center. The main line is 7... Nc6 8 a3 (columns 
19-24), leaving Black a choice of continuations. Columns 19-20 are the 
well-known 8... Bxc3 9 bxc3 dxc4 10 Bxc4 Qc7, a complex position that 
has been argued about for decades. After 7 0-0, Black develops differently 
in columns 25-30, usually moving his/her queen’s knight to d7 and fi- 
anchettoing the queen’s bishop. Column 25, 7... dxc4 8 Bxc4 cxd4 9 
exd4 b6, has been Karpov’s favorite defense for many years. 

Deviations for both sides after 4 e3 0-0 are seen in columns 31-36. 
Black develops with 6 ...b6 in columns 31-32, playing for light-square 
control. Column 33 is an earlier a2-a3 by White. Column 34 is the alter- 
nate development of the king’s knight, 6 Nge2 after 5 Bd3. Reshevsky’s 
Variation 5 Nge2 (columns 35-36) avoids the doubled c-pawns and in- 
tends to chase the Black bishop with a2-a3. White’s bishop on f1 is 
blocked for the moment though, and accurate play should enable Black to 
reach equality. 

Fischer’s System, 4... b6 (columns 37—42), is a flexible approach in 
the style of Nimzovich. Black continues to hold back his/her central 
pawns and plays to control squares with pieces. 5 Ne2 (columns 37—40) is 
the most difficult move to meet as Black cannot play 5... d5 (6 Qa4t!), 
the best response to Reshevsky’s Variation. Still, Black has a choice of con- 
tinuations and the variations are less analyzed than those arising from 
4...0-0. 

Meeting the Rubinstein Variation with 4... c5 (columns 43-46) has 
been well respected ever since Hiibner invented his blockading system 5 
Bd3 Nc6 6 Nf3 Bxc3t 7 bxc3 d6 (columns 45—46). Three decades after its 
inventing, White has still not found any way to gain the advantage. Thus 
5 Ne2 (columns 43-44) has become the main continuation after 4... c5, 
when Black can exchange on d4, followed by... d5 (column 43), or play 
5... b6 (column 44), 

Two unusual responses to the Rubinstein are 4... d5 (column 47) 
and 4... Nc6 (column 48). These offbeat lines are positionally risky. 
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The Saémisch Variation, 4 a3 Bxc3t 5 bxc3 (columns 49~54), see 
above diagram, is White’s sharpest and most direct answer to the Nimzo. 
White immediately accepts the doubled pawns, being satisfied with the 
strong center and bishop pair. This is a good line for attacking players, but 
theoretically Black is all right. The tempo used (a3) to make Black carry 
out his/her strategy allows time to counter the White buildup. The main 
continuation is given as 5... d5 6 f3 c5 (columns 49-51) as this position 
occurs from both the Sdémisch Variation and the 4 f3 variation (after 
4...d055 a3 Bxc3t bxc3 c5). 

The recently fashionable 4 £3 is covered in columns 55-56, but these 
are only Black’s secondary responses, the usual reply being to transpose 
into the Sémisch Variation. 

The Leningrad Variation, 4 Bg5 (columns 57-60), is played by Yer- 
molinsky and Bareev. White’s pin causes Black to play a different plan 
than the other Nimzo variations. After 4... h6 5 Bh4 the bishop may be 
missed on the queenside, however. 

White can play flexibly with 4 Nf3 (columns 61-63). This can trans- 
pose into other variations; the distinct variation 4... b6 5 Bg5 is seen in 
columns 61-62. 

Spielmann’s 4 Qb3 is a reasonable offbeat line. This'is covered in 
column 64 and by transposition (after 4 Nf3 b6 5 Qb3) in column 63. 

4 g3 (columns 65-66) was popular in the 1980s, but is little used 
today. 
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NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENSE 


Classical Variation 
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 Qc2 0-0 5 a3(a) Bxc3t 6 Qxc3 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
Pree DB ii cciiticcsinn et biac er tarda vaisennh Chee ecrte NOS. cis aitves Bos tawcaee DOL? 
Bb iviscccvcvessesscseneeecs Nf3 Qc2 Bg5(r) cxb5 
Bb7(b) Bb7 £5 Nbd7 c6 
ener e3(h) e3(1) Nf£3(o) e3 Bg5(v) 
hé(c) d6 d6 b6 hé(s) cxb5 
Bh4 £3(i) b4(m) g3(p) Bh4 e3 
d5 Nbd7 Nbd7 Bb7 Re& Bb7 
e3(d) Bd3 Bb2 Bg2 Bd3 Nf3 
Nbd7 c5(j) a5 Nf6!(q) e5 a6 
cxd5(e) Ne2 Be2 0-0 Ne2 Be2 , 
Nxd5! Rc8 Ne4 Be4. Qe7(t) Nc6 
Bxd8 Qb3 Qc2 Qc3 0-0 0-0 
Nxc3 hé c5 Qes Nfa Ne4 
Bh4(f) Bh4 dxc5 b4 £3 Qxc6 
Nd5(g) d5(k) bxc5(n) d6= g5(u) Bxc6(w) 


(a) Popular now is (A) 5 e4 d5 6 e5 Ne4, with: (A1) 7 a3 Bxc3t 8 bxc3 c5 9 Bd3 


cxd4 10 exd4 Qa5t 11 Kf1 [6 12 Bxe4dxe4 13 exf6 Rxf6 14 Ne2 Bd7 15 Be3 Bc6 
is about equal, Vallejo Pons—~Schandorff, Saint Vincent 2005; (A2) 7 Bd3 c5 
8 Nge2 cxd4 9 Nxd4 Nd7 10 Nf3 Ndc5 is quite okay for Black, Rogers—Tirto, 
Dato Tan 2006. (B) 5 Nf3 c5! 6 dxc5 Na6 =, transposing into column 14, note (f). 


(b) (A) A major alternative is 7... c5 8 dxc5 bxc5 9 e3 dé (9... Ne6é 10 Bd3 Rbs 


11 Ne2 Qa5 12 Bxf6 gxf6 13 0-0-0 Qxc3 14 Nxc3 +, Alterman-Ehlvest, 
Groningen 1993) 10 Bd3 Nbd7 11 Ne2 Rb8 when White has the bishop pair 
and indirect pressure on d6, but Black has fair counterplay if he is alert. For 
example, 12 Rdi Ne4! 13 Bxe4 Qxg5 14 Rxd6 Qe5 = (Lutz), or 12 0-0 h6 13 Bh4 
Ne4 14 Bxd8 Nxc3 15 Be7 Nxe2+ 16 Bxe2 Re8 17 Bxd6 Rxb2 =, Salov-Kam- 
sky, match 1995. (B) 7... Ba6 8 Nf3 d6 9 Nd2 Nbd7 10 e3 c5 11 dxc5 Nxc5 
12 Bxfé +, Stefansson-E. Berg, Rilton Cup 2003. 


(c) (A) 8...c5 9 dxc5 bxc5 10 e3 Nc6 11 Nh3 h6é 12 Bh4 Qad (12...d6 


13 0-0-0 +) 13 Qxa5 Nxa5 14 b4 with an endgame edge, M. Gurevich—Ander- 
sson, Reggio Emilia 1989/90. (B) 8...d6 9 e4 c5 10 d5 Nbd7 11 Nh3 exd5 12 
cxd5 a6 13 Bd3, Kasparov—Hjaartarson, Reykjavik 1988, is like a Benoni with- 
out Black’s dark-squared bishop and so he stands worse. 


(d) 10 cxd5 exd5 11 e3 (11 Bxf6 Qxf6 12 Qxc7 Ba6 13 Qed Qg6 and Black is ac- 


tive) 11...Re8 12 Nh3 Qe7 13 Bf2 c5 14 Bb5 Bc6 =, Gulko—Chandler, Hast- 
ings 1989/90. 
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(e) 11 Nh3 5 12 oxd5 cxd4! 13 Qxd4 e5 14 Qd1 Bxd5 =, Gagunashvilli—Lutz, 
Turin Ol. 2006. 


(f) Leading to an equal game is 13 Bxc7 Nd5 14 Bd6 Nxe3 15 Kf2 Nc2 16 Rd1 
Rfc8 17 Bb5 Nf6 18 Ne2 a6 19 Ba4 B5 20 Bb3 Bd5 21 Bxd5 Nxd5 22 Rd3 Rc6 
23 Bcd e5!, Salov—Karpov, Skellefted 1989. 


(g) 14 Bf2 c5 15 e4 Ne7 16 Ne2 Rac8 with just a minute edge for White, Kramnik— 
Leko, Dortmund 2006. 


(bh) 8 Nh3 h6 9 Bh4 d5 10 cxd5 exd5 11 e3 c5! 12 dxc5 (safer is 12 Bd3 Nc6 =) 
12...d413 Qxd4 Qxd4 14 exd4 Re8t 15 Kd2 g5 16 Bg3 Nc6 17 Bb5 Red8 and 
Black’s activity outweighs the pawns, Flear—Hellers, San Bernadino 1990. 


(i) It is important to control e4, The natural 9 Nf3 is ineffective, e.g. 9... Nbd7 
10 Be2 c5 11 0-07! Ne4 12 Bxd8 Nxc3 =, or 10 Qc2 Qe8 11 Nd2 c5 12 dxc5 
bxc5 13 b4 e5 =, Reshevsky—Keres, World Championship Tournament 1948. 


(j) After 10... h6 11 Bh4 e5 12 Bf5 White’s bishops exert annoying pressure, e.g. 
12... exd4 13 Qxd4 Ne5 14 0-0-0 c5 15 Qc3 +, Goldin—Alterman, Rishon le- 
Zion 1996. 


(k) 14 cxd5 Bxd5 15 Qa4 cxd4 16 exd4 Bc6!= Bareev—Leko, Russia vs. The World 
(rapid) 2002. 


(1) 8 g3 d5 9 Bgs dxc4 10 Qxe4 Nbd7 11 0-0 c5 =. 


(m) On 9 Be2 Ne4 10 Qe2 f5 (10... Ng5!?) 11 0-0.Nbd7 12 b4 Black obtains rea- 
sonable play with either 12 ...Qe7 and 13...c5 or 12...Rf6 eyeing the 
kingside. 


(n) 14 b5 f5 15 0-0 e5 with a double-edged and roughly equal position, 
Gudmundsson—Arnason, Grindavik 1984. 


(o) Not 8 £3? Qh4t, but White has other tries against the early knight sortie: 
(A) 8 Nh3 dé 9 f3 Nf6 10 e3 e5 11 dxe5 dxe5 12 Be2 a5 13 b3 c5 14 Nf2 Nc6 =, 
Vigorito—Sarkar, Las Vegas 2006. (B) 8 e3 b6 9 Ne2!? Bb7 10 £3 Nd6 ~, 
Beliavsky—Lobron, Dortmund 1995, 


(p) 9 e3 Bb7 10 Be2 dé transposes into note (m). 


(q) Black gets into trouble on the long diagonal after 10 . . . d6?! 11 Ng5!. The col- 
umn is Adianto—de Firmian, Biel 1995. 


(r) 7 Nf3 Nbd7 8 g3 b6 9 Bg2 Bb7 10 0-0 c5 11 Rdi Qe7 12 b3 +, Gavrikov— 
Kosten, Palma de Mallorca 1989. White’s kingside fianchetto works better 
when Black has played .. . d6. 


(s) Probably best for Black is 8... b6 9 Bd3 Bb7 10 f3, transposing into column 
z. Column 5 covers Black playing for e6-e5. 


(t) 11... exd4 12 exd4 Nf8 13 Qc2 Bg4 14 £3 Bh5 15 0-0 Bg6 16 N&3 Bxd3 
17 Qxd3 Ng6 18 Bxf6 Qxf6 19 £4! c6 20 £5 Nf8 21 Ne4 +, I. Sokolov—Wilder, 
Haninge 1989. 


(u) 14 Bf2 e4 15 fxe4 Nxe4 16 Bxe4 Qxe4 17 Ng3 Qg6 18 e4 +, Drasko— 
Bogdanovié, Sestola 1991. Black could improve slightly with 12... e4, but 
White still has some advantage. 
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(v) Accepting the gambit allows Black compensation due to his lead in develop- 
ment and light-square play: 8 bxc6 Nxc6 9 b4 Ba6 10 Bg5 h6é 11 Bxf6 Qxfé 
12 Nf3 Rac8 13 Qb2 Rc7! 14 e3.(14 b5? Bxb5 15 Qxb5 Nxd4) 14... Bxf1 15 
Kxf1 Rfc8 =, Polugaevsky—Dzindzichashvili, Reykjavik 1990. 


(w) 14 Bxd8 Rfxd8 15 Rfcl +, Bareev-Anand, Melody Amber 2005. 
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NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENSE 
Classical Variation, 4... d5 


1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 Qc2 d5 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
5 AS a cen ticrare les Riven ea ene taal aed vail cxd5(1) 
Bxc3t Qxd5 ys acisievsieinseeusease exd5 
6 Qxc3 Nf£3(m) Bg5 
N64) ius ecescsenptseesees Nc6 Qf! .......0. c5 h6(s) 
7 Qc2 Nf3(i)} Qd1(n) Bd2 Bxf6(t) 
Nc6.......... c5(d) Ne4 c5 Bxc3 Qxf6 
8 e3(a) dxc5 Qb3(j) e3 Bxc3 a3 
e5 Nc6 Na5 cxd4 cxd4 Bxc3t 
9 cxd5(b) cxd5(e) Qa4t exd4 Rd1! Qxc3 
Qxd5 exd5 c6 Ne4 Nc6(q) 0-0 
10 Bc4 Nf3 cxd5 Bd2 Nxd4 e3 
Qa5dt Bf5(f) exd5 Nc6 0-0 Bf5 
11 b4 b4 e3 Bd3 a3 Ne2! 
Nxb4. 0-0(g) Bfs Nxf2!?(0) Nxd4 Rc8 
12 Qxe4 Bb2 Bd2 Bxf5 Rxd4 Ng3 


Ne2t(c) b6!(h) Nxd2(k} Nxdi(p) Qce6(r) Be6(u) 


(a) 8 Nf3 e5 9 e3 (9 dxe5 Bf5 10 Qb3 Na5! =) 9... Bf5 10 Bd3 exd4 allows Black's 
pieces to jump into the game effectively. 


(b) Less complicated is 9 £3 Nf6 10 dxe5 Nxe5 11 cxd5 Qxd5 12 e4 Qe6 13 Ne2 +, 
Khalifman—Kuzubov, Aeroflot Open 2007. 


(c) 13 Ke2 Qe1t 14 Kf3 Nxal 15 Bb2 0-0 16 Kg3 h6 17 h4 Re8 18 Kh2 Qxf2 
19 Bxa1 Bf5 with roughly equal chances in this complicated position, Kas- 
parov—Adams, Ismir 2004. 


(d) Black has a rarely played, but fair alternative in 7... e5 8 cxd5 Qxd5 9 e3 
exd4 10 Nf3! Nd6! (10...dxe3? 11 Bc4 exf2t 12 Kf1 Qc6 13 Ne5 wins) 
11 Nxd4 Bd7! 12 Bd2 Nc6 =, Atalik-Shaked, New York 1988. Perhaps 
12 Be2!? is good. 


(e) White gains little from the alternatives: (A) 9 Nf3 Qa5t 10 Nd2 Nd4 11 Qd3e5 
12 b4 Qa4 =, Bronstein—Boleslavsky, Saltsjébaden 1948. (B) 9 e3 Qa5t 10 Bd2 
Nxd2 11 Qxd2 dxc4 12 Qxa5 Na5 13 Rc1 b5 14 cxb6 Bb7 15 Nf3 Ke7! with 
good play, Tolush—Sokolsky, Leningrad 1934. 


(f) 10... Qa5t 11 Bd2 Nxd2 12 Qxd2 Qxc5 13 63 allows White a small but sim- 
ple edge. 
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(g) (A) 11... Ng3?! 12 Qb2 Nxh1 13 Qxg7 Rf8 14 Bh6 Qe7 15 Qxfét Qxf8 16 Bxf8 
Kxf8 17 g3 + (L Sokolov). (B) 11... d4 12 g4! Bg6 13 Qc4 Qe7 14 Bg2 Rd8 
15 0-0 +, Furman—Averbakh, USSR Chp. 1948. 


(h) 13 b5 bxc5 14 bxc6 Qa5t 15 Nd2 Rab8 16 c7 Qxc7 17 Nxe4 Bxe4 18 Qd2 d4 
gives Black sufficient play for the piece, Rogers—Ward, Kenilworth 1997. 


(i) (A) 7 e3 e5 8 dxe5 Ne4 9 Qd3 Nc5 10 Qc2 dxc4 11 Bxc4 Nxe5 12 Bb5t c6 
13 Qxc5 Qa5t =, Kotov—Szabo, Budapest 1950. (B) 7 Bg5!? h6 8 Bxf6 Qxf6 9 e3 
dxc4 10 Bxc4 0-0 11 Nf3 + (I. Sokolov) is a good alternative for White. 


(j) 8 Qc2 e5 transposes into note (a). 


(k) 13 Nxd2 0-0 14 Be2 b5 15 Qb4 Nc4 16 b3 a5 17 Qc5 Nxd2 18 Kxd2 +. White's 
king is safe while Black’s queenside is weak. 


(l) 5 e3 0-0 6 Nf3 c5 7 a3 Bxc3t 8 bxc3 Nc6 =. 


(m) 6 e3 c5 7 a3 Bxc3t 8 bxc3 Nc6 9 Nf3 0-0 10 c4 Qd6 11 Bb2 cxd4 12 exd4b6 =, 
Alekhine—Euwe, World Chp. 1937. 


(n) (A) 7 Qxf5 exf5 8 a3 Be7 9 Bf4 c6 10 e3 Nbd7 11 Bc4 Nb6 with a solid posi- 
tion, Topalov-Anand, Melody Amber 2005. (B) 7 Qb3 Nc6 8 g3 0-0 9 Bg2 e5 
10 d5 Bxc3t 11 bxc3 Na5 12 Qa4 b6 =, Dreev—Bareev, Russian Chp. 1998. 


(o) 11... Nxc3 12 Bxc3 Qa5 13 0-0 0-0 14 Qc2 +, I. Sokolov—Korchnoi, Dresden 
1998, 


(p) 13 Rxd1 exf5 14 d5 Nad 15 a3 Bd6 16 Nb5 Nc4 17 b3 a6 with chances for both 
sides in a complicated position. 


(q) (A) 9... e5 10 Bxd4! +. (B) 9... Qxa2 10 Rxd4 Nc6 11 Ra4 +. 
(rt) 13 e4 e5 14 Re4 Qe6 15 Rc5 +, Capablanca—Najdorf, Margate 1939. 


(s) 6... Be6 7 63 Nbd7 8 f4 h6 9 Bxf6 Qxf6 10 Bd3 Nb6 11 Nf3 0-0 12 0-0 Rac8 
13 Na4 +, Ragozin—Botvinnik, match 1940. White has play on the queenside 
and in the center. 


(t) 7 Bh4 c5 8 dxc5 Nc6 9 e3 g5 10 Bg3 Ne4 11 Nf3 Qa5 12 Nd2 Nxc3 13 bxc3 
Bxc3 14 Rb1 Qxc5! 15 Rb5 Qa3 16 Rb3 Bxd2t =, Spassky—Fischer, match 
1992, 


(u) 13 b4 a5 14 Be2 axb4 15 axb4 Rxalt 16 Qxa1 +, Seirawan-Shaked, Merrill- 
ville 1997. , 
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NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENSE 


Classical Variation 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 Qc2 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
seis COs ciitecathvaudita Meeeaekes Nc6... (Milner-Barry Var.) d6(m) 
5 dxc5 Nf3 Bg5 Nf3(p) 
0-0(a) OB aiiccsaeeeds 0-0 c5(n) Nbd7 
6 AaB ee. cesses Bg5(f) Bd2!(h) Bg5(k) e3 g3 
Bxc5 Na6 0-0(i) hé cxd4(o) b6 
7 # Nf3 a3 a3 Bh4 exd4 Bg2 
Nc6(b) Bxc3t Bxc3 d6 Qa5d Bb7 
8 Bg5!(c) Qxc3 Bxc3 e3 Bxf6 0-0 
Nd4(d) Nxc5 Qe7 Qe7 Bxc3t Bxc3 
9 Nxd4. Bxf6(g) g3 Be2 bxc3 Qxc3 
Bxd4 Qxf6é e5 e5 gxf6 a5 
10 e3 Qxf6é d5 d5 Nf3 Rd1 
Qas gxf6 Nd8 Nba Nd7 0-0 
11 exd4 f3 Nh4 Nd2 Nd2 b3 
Qxg5 a5 Nh5 Nbd7 b6 hé 
12 Qd2 e4 e4 0-0 Rb1 + Bb2 


Qxd2t(e) bé6= g6(j) a5(I) _Re8(q) 


(a) (A) 5... Na6 6 a3 Bxc3t 7 Qxc3 Nxc5 8 b4 (8 f3 d5! 9 cxd5 b6 ) 8... Nce4 
9 Qb2 d5 10 c5 h6 11 Be3 0-0 12 £3 Ng5 13 Bd4 +, Serper—Ippolito, U.S. Chp. 
2003. (B) 5... Qc7?! 6 a3 Bxc5 7 b4 Be7 8 Nb5 Qcé6 9 e4! a6 10 Nc3 +, 
Korchnoi—Akopian, Enghien les Bains 2003. 


(b) 7... b6 8 Bf4 Bb7 (8... Nh5!? 9 Bg5 Be7 10 h4 Bb7 11 0-0-0 d6 12 e4 +, 
Eljanov-Gulko, Montreal 2006) 9 Rd1 Nc6 10 e4 Ng4 11 Bg3 , 
Lautier—-Wahls, Baden-Baden 1992. 


(c) 8 Bf4 d5 9 Qcz transposes into a roughly equal line of the Queen’s Gambit De- 
clined (5 Bf4). 


(d) 8... Be79Rd1b6 10 e3 Bb7 11 Be2 d6 12 Rd2 Qb8 13 0-0 and Black has trou- 
ble freeing his position, Korchnoi-Tiviakov, Tilburg 1992. 


(e) 13 Kxd2 b6 14 b4 d6 15 Bd3 Rd8 16 £3 +, Kasparov-Kramnik, Tilburg 1997. 
This is the problem with 4 . . . ch—White gets a better endgame. 


(f) (A) 6 Nf3 Na6! 7 g3 (7 a3 Bxc3 8 Qxc3 Nxc5 =) 7... Nxc5 8 Bg2 Nce4 9 0-0 
Nxc3 10 bxc3 Be7 11 Rd1 Qc7 12 Qd3 Rd8 =, Wilder—Pinter, Dortmund 1988. 
(B) 6 Bf4 Na6 7 Bd6 Re8 8 a3 Qad 9 Rel Bxc3t 10 Qxc3 Qxc3 11 Rxc3 Ne4 =, 
Donner-Karpov, Amsterdam 1981. 
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(g) 9 £3 Nfe4! 10 Bxd8 Nxc3 11 Be7 Nb3 12 Bxf8 Kxf8 +. 9 Nf3 Nfe4! = is similar. 
The column is Kotov—Averbakh, USSR Chp. 1951. 


(h) 6 a3 Bxc3t 7 Qxc3 a5 8 b3 0-0 9 Bb2 Re8 10 Rd1 Qe7 11 d5 Nb& =, Donner- 
Reshevsky, Amsterdam 1950. 


(i) 6...e5 7 dxe5 dxe5 8 0-0-0! Bxc3 9 Bxc3 Qe7 10 e3 Bg4 11 h3 Bh5 12 Qb3 
Rb8 13 g4 Bg6 14 Nh4 +, Ragozin-Lisitsin, USSR Chp. 1944. 


(j) 13 Bd3 a5 14 0-0-0 Nd7 15 Qd2 Nc5 16 Be2 a4 17 f4 +, Rowson—Berzinsk, 
4NCL 2007. 


(k) 6 e4 Bxc3t 7 bxc3 e5 8 Ba3 Re& 9 d5 Nb8 10 c5 is as good as the column and 
also gives White some advantage. 


(1) 13 Rae1 Re8 14 f4 +, Keres—Euwe, match 1940. 


(m) 4... b6?! 5 e4 Bxc3t 6 bxc3 Nc6 7 e5 Ng8 8 Nf3 Ba6 9 Bd3 Na5 10 Bxh7 Ne7 
11 Bd3 +, Bronstein—Bisguier, Tallinn 1971. 


(n) (A) 5... 0-0 6a3 Bxc3t 7 Qxc3 transposes into column 5, (B) 5... Nbd7 6 e3 
b6 7 {3 Bxc3t 8 Qxc3 c5 9 Nh3 +, Alekhine—Nimzovich, New York 1927. 


(0) 6...h6 7 Bh4 Nc6 8 dxc5 dxc5 9 a3 Bxc3t 10 Qxc3 e5 11 Bd3 Qad 12 Ne2 
was agreed drawn in Greenfeld—Smyslov, Beersheba 1990, but White stands 
slightly better. The column is Bacrot—-Smyslov, France 1996. 


(p) 5 a3 Bxc3t 6 Qxc3 0-0 transposes into column 5, but Black can also play 
6... Nbd7 as in this column. 


(q) 13 Rac1 Qe7 14 d5 Nc5 15 Nd4 +, Bareev—Adams, Cap D’Agde 2003. 
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NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENSE 


Rubinstein Variation, Main Line 


1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 e3 0-0 5 Bd3 d5 6 Nf3 c5 7 0-0 Nc6 8 a3 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
Bxtcs BXG8) erie sisi ae eed bee dane ee ee OKC4 vicvies cere avatune de tave Ba5 
9 bxc3 Bxc4 cxd5(t) 
OXC4 esis see divine eee Qc7(h) cxd4.,....... Ba5 exd5(u) 
10 Bxc4 cxd5 exd4(l) Qd3(q) dxc5 
Qc7 exd5 Be7(m) a6 Bxc3 
11 Ba2.......... Qc2(d) NhA(i) Re1(n) Rd1(r) bxc3 
e5(a) e5 Ne7(j) b6 b5 Bg4 
12 h3 Bd3 a4 Bd3 Ba2 c4 
e4 Re8 Re8 Bb7 c4 Ne5 
13 Nh2 dxe5(e) Ba3 Bc2 Qe2 Bb2(v) 
Na5(b) Nxe5 c4 Re8& Qes Nxf3t 
14 + Bb2 Nxe5 Bc2 Qd3 e4 gxi3 
b6 Qxe5 Ng6 g6(o) e5 Bh3 
15 c4 f3 Nf5 h4 d5 cxd5! 
cxd4(c) Bd7(f) Ne4 Qd6 Nd4 Qxd5 
16 Bxd4 a4 -Qh5!? Bg5 Nxd4 Bxf6 
Qc6 = Bc6(g) Nxc3(k) Rada(p) gxf6(w) 


exd4(s) 


(a) 11... b6?! 12 Rel e5 13 e4 Bg4 14 dxc5 bxc5 15 h3 Rad8 16 Qe2 Bxf3 
17 Qxf3 +, Kasparov-Kramnik, Linares 1997. 


(b) 13... Bf5 14 Ng4 Nxg4 15 hxg4 Bg6 16 a4 Rfd8 17 QeZ b6 18 Ba3 +. 


(c) 15... BfS5 16 Qe2 Nd7 17 Rac Rad8 18 Rfd1 Rfe8 19 Nf1 +, Sherbakov—Khol- 
mov, Ekaterinburg 1997. , 


(d) Other moves gain no advantage for White: (A) 11 Bb2 e5 12 h3 e4 13 Nd2 Re8 
14 Qe2 Bf5S =, Agrest—Beliavsky, Bundesliga 2004, (B) 11 Bb5 a6 12 Be2 Rd8 
13 Qc2 e5 14 Bb2 Bg4 =, Lautier—Yermolinsky, Wijk aan Zee 1997, (C) 11 a4 b6 
12 Ba3 Rd8 13 Qe2 Bb7 14 h3 Rac8 15 Ba2 Na5 16 Ne5 Bd5! 5, Hiibner— 
Lobron, Munich 1992. 


(e) 13 e4 exd4 (13... c4 14 Bxc4 exd4 15 cxd4 Na5 16 Bd3 Qxc2 17 Bxc2 Nxe4 
is about equal) 14 cxd4 Bg4 15 e5 Bxf3 16 exf6 Nxd4 17 Bxh7t Kh8 18 fxg7t 
Kxg7 19 Bb2 Rad8 20 gxf3 Rh& 21 Kh1 Rxh7 22 Rg1t Kh8 23 Rg3 Qed 24 Ragi 
with slightly better attacking chances for White, I. Sokolov—Kasparov, Wijk 
aan Zee 1999. 


(f) 15... Be6 16 e4 Rad8 17 Be2 b6 18 a4 Bd7 19 Rd1 Bc6 was also all right for 
Black in Karpov—Spassky, match 1974. 
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(g) 17 Rel h5 18 e4 Nd5 19 Bd2 Nf4 20 Bfl h4 =, Gligori¢é—-Pachman, PortorozZ 
1958, 


(h) 9...b6 10 cxd5 exd5 11 Ne5 Bb7 12 Bb2 c4 13 Nxc6 Bxc6 14 Bc2 Re8 
15 a4 +, Yusupov—Lobron, Munich 1993. 


(i) Also good is 11 a4 Re8 12 Ba3 c4 13 Bc2 Ne4 14 Bxe4 Rxe4 15 Nd2 with a 
slight advantage, Kamsky—Z. Almasi, Groningen 1995. 


(j} 11...Qa5 12 Bb2 Re8 13 Qel Bd7 14 f3 Ne7 15 c4 Qxel 16 Rfxe1 dxc4 
17 Bxc4 +, Sadler—Ehlvest, Groningen 1997. 


(k) 17 Ng3 b5 18 Bb4 Nxa4 19 Qxd5 Bd7 20 Bxa4 +, Knaak—Tischbierik, Berlin 
1989, 


(1) 10 axb4 dxc3 11 bxc3 (11 Qxd8 with a pleasant endgame is possible—Black 
can avoid this by playing 8... cxd4 before ... dxc4) 11...Qc7 12 Qb3 b6 
13 Bb2 Bb7 14 Be2 a5 =, Aleksandrov—U. Andersson, Bled Ol. 2002. 


(m) 10... Bxc3 11 bxc3 Qc7 12 Qe2 Na5 13 Bd3 Qxc3? 14 Bd2 Qc7 15 Qed! wins. 


(n) 11 Qd3 b6 12 Bg5 Bb7 13 Rfe1 Nd5 14 Bxd5 exd5 15 Bxe7 Nxe7 16 Ng5 Ng6 
17 h4 (Averbakh) is also slightly favoring White. 


(0) 14... Re8? 15 d5! exd5 16 Bg5! Ne4 (16... . g6? 17 Rxe7 Qxe7 18 Nxd5 wins) 
17 Nxe4 dxe4 18 Qxe4 g6 19 Qh4 +, Portisch—Karpov, Milan 1975. 


(p) 17 Rad1 Qb8 18 Bb3 + a6?! 19 d5! +, Yusupov—Lobron, Nussloch 1996, 


(q) 10 Bd3 cxd4 11 cxd4 Bb6 12 Be3 Nd5 13 Nxd5 exd5 14 h3 Ne7 15 Bgs f6 
16 Bf4 Bf5 = Gligorié—Karpov, Hastings 1971-72. 


(rt) 11 Ne4 b5 12 Nxf6t Qxf6 13 Qe4 Bb7 14 Bd3 g6 15 dxc5 Nb4! 16 Qe5 Qxed 
17 Nxe5 Nxd3 18 Nxd3 Rfd8 19 Ne5 Bc7 20 Nf3 Bxf3 21 gxf3 a5! 22 Rb1 b4 =, 
Timman—Tal, Hastings 1973-74. 


(s) 17 Rxd4 Qe5 18 Be3 Ng4 19 £4 Qb8 20 Rad1 Nxe3 21 Qxe3 Bb6, Gligorié— 
Gheorghiu, Skopje 1968. White has an attack for his lost material. 


(t} 9 Rel a6 10 cxd5 exd5 11 dxc5 Bxc3 12 bxc3 Bg4 13 h3 Bh5 14 Be2 Ned =, 
Djurhuus—Petursson, Reykjavik 1995. 


(u) 9... cexd4!? 10 dxc6 dxc3 11 b4 Bb6 12 Qc2 Qc7 13 Qxc3 Qxc6 14 Qxc6 bxc6 
15 Bb2 c5 16 Raci (16 Ng5!?) 16... cxb4 =, Krupkova—Chilingorova, Russia 
1993. 


(v) 13 cxd5 Bxf3 14 pxf3 Qxd5 15 Be2 Qxc5 16 Bb2 Rad 17 Bd4 may also be a bit 
better for White, Peralta—Khenkin, Spain 2005. 


(w) 17 Kh1 Rfd8 18 Rgit Kh8 19 Be4! Bg2t 20 Kxg2 Qg5t 21 Khi Rxdi 
22 Raxd1 =, Beliavsky—Tal, USSR 1975. 
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NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENSE 


Rubinstein Variation 
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 e3 0-0 5 Bd3 d5 6 Nf3 c5 7 0-0 


25 26 27 28 29 30 
Y ere OAKES he dedoiekesaey sevahede vansvewcniuntaueeumeer serena Nbd7(q) 
8 Bxc4 exd5......... a3 
cxd4(a)...... NDZ oscdeeedsieediisisiecks Qe7(m) exd5 Bxc3(t) 
9 exd4 Qe svacccess a3(j) a3! a3 bxc3 
b6(b) b6(g) cxd4! Ba5 Bxc3(r) dxc4 
10 Bg5(c) d5(h) exd4(k) Qc2(n) bxc3 Bxc4 
Bb7 Bxc3 Bxc3 Bd7 Res Qc7 
11 Ne5(d) dxe6 bxc3 Ba2 Nd2(s) Qe2 
Bxc3 Ne5! Qc7 Rc8 c4 e5 
12 bxc3 exf7t Qd3 Bd2(o) Bc2 Rd1 
Nbd7(e) Kha b6 cxd4 Qa5 e4 
13 Nxd7 bxc3 Re1 exd4 Bb2 Nd2 
Qxd7 Bg4 Bb7 hé bs Nb6 
14 Bxf6 e4 Ba2 Rfe1 Re1 + Bb3 
gxf6(f) Qe7(i) Raca(l) Qda8(p) Ng4(u) 


(a) On the immediate 8 .. . b6 White has 9 a3 cxd4 10 axb4 dxc3 11 Qxd8 Rxd8 
12 bxc3 + (the bishop pair is a plus here). 


(b) This has been Karpov’s favorite defense for three decades against the Rubin- 
stein Variation. If 9... a6 10 Bg5 b5 11 Bd3 Bb7 12 Rc1 Nbd7 13 Bbi Rc8 
14 Rel Be7 15 a3 Re8 16 Qd3 2, I. Sokolov—Christiansen, Reykjavik 1998. 


(c) 10 Qe2 Bb7 11 Rd1 (11 Bf4 Nbd7 12 Rac1 Bxc3 13 bxc3 Qe7 is about equal, 
Sadler—-Emms, Hastings 1999) 11... Bxc3 12 bxc3 Qc7 13 Bb2 Bxf3! 14 Qxf3 
Qxc4 15 Qxa8 Nc6 16 Qb7 Nd5 with at least equality for Black, Viadimirov— 
Kasparov, Eurasia Rapid 2001. 


(d) (A) 11 Qe2 Bxc3 12 bxc3 Nbd7 13 Bd3 (13 Ne5 is back in the column) 
13 ...Qe7 14 c4 Ng4! 15 Be4 Bxe4 16 Qxe4 Nef6 17 Qe2 Rac8 18 Raci Rfe8 =, 
van Wely—Karpov, Wijk aan Zee 1998. (B) 11 Re1 Nbd7 12 Rel Rc8 13 Bd3 
Bxc3 14 bxc3 Qc7 15 c4 Rfe8 16 Qe2 h6 17 Bd2 Bxf3! 18 Qxf3 e5 =, Portisch- 
Karpov, Bugonjo 1978. 


(e) 12... Qc7 13 Bb3!? (13 Bxf6 pxf6 =) 13... Nbd7 (13... Ne4 14 Bf is an ac- 
tive pawn sacrifice) 14 Nxd7 Qxd7 15 Qg4 +, Wells—Estremera Panos, Gibral- 
tar 2005. 


(f) 15 Re1 Kh8 16 Bf1 Rad8 17 Qg4 Rg8 =, Beliavsky-Volke, Bundesliga 2005. 
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(2) 9...a6 10 a3 cxd4 (10...Ba5 11 Bd3 bS 12 b4! cxb4 13 axb4 Bxb4 
14 Nxb5 +, Taimanov—Kuzmin USSR 1973) 11 axb4 dxc3 12 bxc3 Qc7 13 Bb2 
e5 14 Bb3 e4 15 Nd4 Ne5 16 h3 Re8 17 c4 Nd3 18 Ba3 +, Knaak—Enders, East 
German Chp. 1986. 


(h) (A) 10 Rd1 cxd4 11 exd4 Bb7 12 d5 (12 Bg5 Bxc3 13 bxc3 Qe7 =) 12... Bxc3 
13 dxe6 Bxf3 14 gxf3 fxe6 15 bxc3 Qc7 16 Bxe6t Kh8 17 Be3 Nc5 =, 
Gligorié—Unzicker, Leipzig 1960. (B) 10 Bd2 Bb7 11 Rfd1 cxd4 12 exd4 Rc8 =, 
Korchnoi—Hiibner, Biel 1984. 


(i) 15 Re1 b5! 16 Bxb5 Nh5 17 Be4 Qf6 with roughly even chances in a sharp po- 
sition, Korchnoi—Sax, Skelleftea 1989. 


(j) 9 Qb3 a6 10 a4 Qe7 11 Rd1 h6 12 Bd2 Rd8 13 Ne2 Bxd2 14 Rxd2 b6 15 Ng3 
Bb7 =, Beliavsky—Sax, Maribor 1996. 


(k) (A) 10 Nb5 Be7 11 Nbxd4 e5 12 Nf5 Nb6 13 Nxe7t Qxe7 =, Semkov—Kosten, 
Metz 1992, (B) 10 axb4 dxc3 11 bxc3 Qc7 12 Qe2 Nb6 13 Bd3 e5 =. 


(1) 15 Bd2 Bd5 16 Bb1 Rfds 17 Ne5 Nfé =, Gdhring-Ribli, Bundesliga 1989. 


(m) 8... Bd7 9 Qe2 Bc6 10 Rd1 Qe7 11 a3 Bxc3?! (11... Ba5 +) 12 bxc3 Nbd7 
13 a4 Rfc8 14 Bb3 Qe8 15 c4 +, Gligorié-Taimanov, Montilla 1977. 


(n) 10 Qd3 Nbd7 11 Ne4 Bc7 12 Nxf6t Nxf6 13 Bd2 Rd& =, Khasin—Weiner, corr. 
1984, 


(0) 12 Ne5 cxd4 13 exd4 Nc6 14 Bg5! also puts Black under pressure, Jotov— 
Kolev, Bulgarian Chp. 2004. 


(p) 15 Qd3 Nc6 16 Rad1 + (Taimanov). 


(q) 7... b6 8 cxd5 exd5 9 a3 Bxc3 10 bxc3 Ba6 11 Bxa6 Nxa6 12 Qd3 Qc8 13 Bb2 
c4 14 Qc2 Re8 15 Rfe1! Qb7 16 Nd2 +, Salov—Hjartarson, Reykjavik 1991. 


(rt) 9...Ba5 10 b4! cxb4 11 Nb5 Nbs (11... bxa3? 12 Bxa3 Re8 13 Nd6 Re6 
14 Ng5 wins) 12 axb4 Bxb4 13 Rxa7+ +, Tukmakov—Tal, USSR 1970. 


(s) 11 a4?! c4 12 Bc2 Ne4 13 Bxe4 dxe4 14 Nd2 b6! 15 £3 Bb7 16 fxe4 Bxe4 
17 Nxe4 Rxe4 is somewhat better for Black, Yusupov-Timman, Linares 1992. 
The column is F. Olafsson—Barcza, Prague 1954. White play 15 £3 and 16 e4. 


(t) 8... Ba5 9 cxd5! exd5 10 b4 transposes into note (r). 


(u) 15 Nf1 c4 16 Bc2 f5 17 £3 Nfé 18 Ng3 Re8 19 Rf1 +, Lyberg—Koskela, Jyvaskyla 
1994, 


NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENSE 


Rubinstein Variation 


y 


1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 e3 0-0 


31 32 33 34 35 36 
Bo. TBAB iscesiec sep tiatets erties Mei ee weeteeteteig Ne2 (Reshevsky 
Variation) 
d5 OD sidiceectees Re8 
6 NEB erences eenine codes ee cs Ek Seen Nge2(j) a3(n) a3(s) 
b6(a) Bxc3(g) dxc4(k) Be7(o) Bfs 
7 0-0 bxc3 Bxc4. cxd5(p) d5(t) 
Bb7 dxc4(h) c5(l) Nxd5(q) = exd5 
(; An: 5 eee eee exd5 Bxc4 0-0 Qc2 exd5 
Bd6é(b) exd5 c5 cxd4 _ Nd7 c5! 
9 b4(c) a3(e) Ne2(i)} exd4 e4 Ng3 
dxc4 Bd6 Nc6 Nc6 Nxc3 d6 
10 Bxc4 b4 a4 a3 Nxc3 Be2 
Nbd7 a6 Qc7! Bd6é c5 b6 
11 Bb2 Qb3 Ba3 h3 d5 0-0 
a5 Nbd7 b6 b6 Nb6 Ba6 
12 bd a4 Qc2 Bg5 dxe6 e4 
Qe7(d) Qe7(f} Rd8 = Be7(m) Bxe6(r) Bxe2(u) 


(a) Black can transpose into the Queen’s Gambit Declined, Ragozin Variation, 
with6 ...Nc6, orinto the Semi-Slav Defense, Romih Variation, with 6 ... c6. 


(b) 8... Bxc3 9 bxc3 Nbd7 10 cxd5 exd5 11 a4 c5 12 Nd2 Re8 13 Re1 Qc7 14 [3 
Rad8 15 Nfi Nfé 16 Ra2 =, Ivanchuk—Kamsky, Tilburg 1992. 


(c) 9 b3 Nbd7 10 Nb5 Be7 11 Bb2 dxc4! 12 bxc4 c5 13 Qe2 Re8 =, Lukacs— 
Z. Almasi, Hungary 1994. 


(d) 13 Be2 Rad8 14 Qc2 e5 15 a4 Rfe8 =, Shabalov-Benjamin, U.S. Chp. 1993. 


(e) (A) 9 Ned Bd6 10 f4 c5 11 Qf3 Nc6 12 Qh3 g6 13 Bd2 cxd4 14 Nxc6 Bxc6 
15 exd4 Ne4 16 Bxe4 dxe4 17 £5 Bc5! =, Vaiser—Amason, Helsinki 1991. 


(f) 13 Rb1 Rfd8 14 b5 Nf8 15 Bb2 Ne6 16 Rbc1 axb5 17 axb5 Ne4 =, 
Kasimdzhanov-Vallejo Pons, Linares 2005. 


(g) 6...dxce4 7 Bxh7t+ Kxh7 8 axb4 Nc6 9 Nf3 Nxb4 10 0-0 c5 11 dxc5 Qxd1 
12 Rxd1 Nd3 13 Ra4 =, Milov—Schénthier, Germany 1996. 


(h) 7...c5 8 cxd5 exd5 9 Ne2 b6 10 0-0 Ba6 11 Bxa6 Nxa6 12 £3 Nc7 13 Ng3 Re8 
14 Rel Qd7 15 e4 +, Vaganian—Antoshin, USSR Chp. 1970. 


(i) (A) 9 Nf3 Nc6 10 0-0 transposes into column 19. (B) 9 Bb2 Qa5 10 Ne2 cxd4 
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11 exd4 b6 12 0-0 Ba6 =, Yusupov—Z. Almasi, Dortmund 1996. The column is 
Botvinnik—Reshevsky, USA vs. USSR match 1946. 


(j) 6 cxd5 exd5 7 Nge2 Bd6 8 a3 Re8 9 b4 c6 10 Ra2 Nbd7 11 f3 a5 =, 
D. Gurevich—de Firmian, U.S. Chp. 1997. 


(k) 6... b6 7 cxd5 exd5 8 0-0 Bb7 9 a3 Bd6 10 b4 c6 11 Qb3 a5 -, Stojanovié— 
Zeléié, Budapest 1996. 


(1) 7...e5!? 8 a3 Bd6 9 Nb5 Nc6 10 Nxd6 Qxd6 11 0-0 Rd8 12 h3 Be6 =, 
Mascarinas—Christiansen, Thessaloniki Ol. 1988. 


(m) 13 Qd3 h6 14 Bh4 Bb7 15 Rad1 Nd5 16 Bg3 Bf6 17 Ne4 Be7 =, Korchnoi- 
Salov, Madrid 1996. 


(n) 6 cxd5 exd5 7 g3 c6 8 Bg2 Na6 9 0-0 Bf5 10 £3 Re8 11 g4 Bg6 12 Nf4 Nd7 with 
chances for both sides, Bénsch—Hiibner, Munich 1990. 


(0) 6... Bd6?! 7 c5 Be7 8 b4 b6 9 Nf4 bxc5 10 bxc5 allows White a queenside 
wedge, Saidy—Fischer, U.S. Chp. 1961. 


(p) 7 Nf4 c6 8 Bd3 dxc4! 9 Bxc4 Nbd7 =, Zaja—Farago, Bolzano 1998. 


(q) Also reasonable is the older method 7 . . . exd5 8 g3 c6 9 Bg2 Na6 10 Bd2 Nc7 
11 Qe2 g6 12 f3 Ne6 13 Na4 Re8 14 0-0 a5 =, Karpov—Piket, match 1999. 


(r) 13 Bez Bf6 14 0-0 a6 =, Georgadze—Salov, Russian Chp. 1998. 


(s) 6 g3 d5 7 Bg2 dxc4 8 0-0 c6 9 Qc2 Nbd7 10 Ne4 Nb6 is roughly equal, 
Georgadze—Bacrot, Groningen 1997. 


(t) 7 e4 d5. 8 e5 Nfd7 9 cxd5 exd5 10 Be3 c5 11 £4 Nc6 12 dxc5 Bxc5 13 Bxc5 Nxc5 


14 b4 Ne6 15 Qxd5 Qb6 16 Qe4 a5 with chances for both sides, Shulman-— 
Moiseenko, Dallas 2004. 


‘i 
(u) 13 QxezZ g6 14 Bg5 Nbd7 15 f4 Bg7 16 Rad1 a6 =, M. Gurevich—Wedberg, New. 
York 1989. 
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NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENSE 


Rubinstein Variation, Fischer’s System 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 e3 b6 


37 38 39 40 41 42 
5 ING 2 civsccanasitsenascanteater ieee tmtainseansesessodneny: Bd3(o) 
Ne@4iiscslcivesdes ta dietecs « BaG.......55 Bb7 Bb7 
6 BdZ2........05 Qc2 Ng3(j) a3 Nf3(p) 
Nxd2 Bb7(e) Bxc3t(k) Be7(m) O-0.......0085 Ne4 
7 Qxd2 Nf4(f) bxc3 d5 0-0 0-0! 
Ba6(a) 0-0 d5 0-0 c5(q) f5(u) 
8 a3 Bd3 Ba3 Ng3 Na4(r) d5!? 
Bxc3(b) f5 Bxc4. d6 exd4 Bxc3 
9 Nxc3 0-0 Bxc4 Be2 exd4 bxc3 
d5 Nxc3(g) dxc4 c6 Be7(s) Nec5 
10 b3(c) bxc3 0-0 e4 Rel Nd4 
Nc6 Bd6é hs! cxd5 d6 0-0 
11 Be2 Rb1 Qf3 exd5 b4 Ba3 
dxc4 Bxf4(h) Qd5 exd5 Nbd7 Nba6 
12 Rb1 exf4 e4 cexd5 Bb2 Rb1 
0-0(d) Rf6(i) Qg5(I) Re&(n) a5(t) e5(v) 


(a) Black is not completely happy with the alternatives: (A) 7... d5 8 cxd5 exd5 
9 a3 Be7 10 g3 c6 11 Bg2 +, M. Gurevich—Enders, Eger Open 1987. 
(B) 7...0-0 8 a3 Be7 9 g3 Ba6 10 b3 c6 11 Bg2 d5 12 cxd5 cxd5 13 e4 +, 
Petursson—Wedberg, Stockholm 1992. (C) 7...Bb7 8 d5 Na6 9 a3 Bxc3 10 
Nxc3 Ne5 11 Rd1 +, Shirov-Adams, Leon 1995. (D) 7... £5 8 a3 Be7 9 d5 =, 


(b) 8... Be7 9 Nf4 Bg5 10 Nh5 g6 11 Ng3 d5 12 cxd5 Bxf1 13 Nxf1 +, D. Gurevich— 
Christiansen, U.S. Chp. 1984. 


(c) 10 b4 dxc4 11 b5 Bb7 12 e4 a6 13 Bxc4 0-0 14 0-0 axb5 15 Bxb5 c6 16 Be2 
Ba6 =. 


(d) 13 0-0 Ne7 14 Rfd1 Qd7 15 bxc4 Rfd8 with a minor edge to White, Epishin— 
de Firmian, Politiken Cup 2002. 


(e) 6...£5 7 a3 Bxc3t 8 Nxc3 Bb7 9 d5 Nxc3 10 Qxc3 Qe7 11 Be2 0-0 12 0-0 =. 


(f) Black has equal chances after the straightforward 7 a3 Bxc3t 8 Nxc3 Nxc3 
9 Qxc3 0-0 10 b4 d6 11 Bb2 f5! 12 d5 e5 13 Bd3 Nd7, Ornstein—Hellers, Swe- 
den 1992. 


(g) 9... Bxc3 10 bxc3 c5 11 £3 Nd6 12 e4 Nc6 13 e5 Nf7 14 Qf2 +, Nakamura— 
Ward, Gibraltar 2005. 


(h) Black may wish to try 11... c5 12 e4 fxe4 13 Bxe4 Bxe4 14 Qxe4 Nc6 ~, 
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(i) 13 Be3 Rhé6 14 £3 Nc6 15 c5 Qh4 16 g3 , I. Sokolov—Korchnoi, New York 1996. 
Black has no real kingside attack, while White has potential queenaide! center 
play. 

(j) 6 a3 Bxc3t 7 Nxc3 d5 8 b3 0-0 9 Be2 Nc6 10 a4 dxc4 11 Ba3 Re8 12 b4 Ne7 
13 b5 Bb7 14 0-0 with a small pull for White (Fischer). 


(k) 6... 00 7 e4 d5 8 cxd5 Bxf1 9 Kxf1 Bxc3 10 bxc3 exd5 11 e5 Ne4 12 f3 +, 
Gligorié—Hecht, Berlin 1971. 


a) 
(1) 13 h3 Nc6 14 Qe2 Qb5 =, Stocek—Istratescu, Rohde Open 2003. 


(m) 6... Bxc3t 7 Nxc3 0-0 (7... d5 8 cxd5 exd5 9 b4 +) 8 Bd3! Bxg2 9 Rg1 Bb7 
10 e4 is more than enough play for a pawn. 


(n) 13 0-0 Nbd7 14 Nfs Bis 15 Bf4 +, M. Gurevich—Khalifman, USSR Chp. 1987. 
After 7 d5 White simply holds more space. 


(0) 5 £3 0-0 6 e4 Ba6 7 Bd3 c5! 8 d5 Bxc3t 9 bxc3 d6 10 Nh3 Nbd7 with at least 
equality for Black, Volzhim—Timman, Koge 1997. 


(p) 6 Nge2 Bxg2 7 Rg1 Be4 8 a3 Bxc3t 9 Nxc3 Bxd3 10 Qxd3 Nh5! 11 e4 Ncé 5, 
Dzindzichashvili—de Firmian, New York 1996. 


(q) (A) 7... Bxc3 8 bxc3 Be4 9 Be2 c5 10 Nd2 Bg6 11 Nb3 =, Gligorié—Bisguier, 
UAS 1972. (B) 7... d5 transposes into column 31. 


(tr) 8 Bd2 cxd4 9 exd4 d5 10 cxd5 Nxd5 11 Rel Be7 12 Rel Nd7 13 Qe2 N7f6 
14 Ne4 Rc8 15 Ne5 Rxc1 16 Rxc1 Qa8 =, Lukacs—Wells, Austrian League 2000. 


(s) 9... Qce7!? 10 Bg5 Ng4 11 d5 b5 12 h3 Ned 13 cxb5 Bxd5 14 Re1 Nxf3t 
15 Qxf3! Qa5 16 Qh5 f5 17 Nc3 +, Babula—Timman, Bundesliga 1998. 


(t) 13 a3 (13 b5 d5=) 13... axb4 14 axb4 b5! 15 cxb5 Nb6 =, Kane—Kaplan, USA 
1970. Black’s play is precise to equalize. If instead 12... Rc8?! 13 Nc3 Re8 
14 Bfl Qc7 15 h3 White keeps his spatial advantage, Malaniuk—Tiviakov, 
Porto San Giorgio 1994. 


(u) (A) 7...Nxc3 8 bxc3 Bxc3 9 Rb1 Nc6 10 Rb3 Bad 11 e4 +, Gligorié—Larsen, 
Lugano 1970. (B) 7... Bxc3 8 bxc3 f5 9 Ne1 0-0 10 £3 Nf6 11 Nc2 +, Gligorié— 
Kuzmin, Bled 1979. 7 


(v) 13 Bc2! g6 14 £4 d6 15 fxe5 dxe5 16 Nb3 +, Atalik-Wedberg, New York 1997. 


NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENSE 
Rubinstein Variation, 4...c5 (and other 4...) 
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 e3 


43 44 45 46 47 48 
ya CD a teicwcct ea aber veaie ven caaeriteayenl paces nace nee nhs (ss meee Nc6 
5 NO@2 hicsteiiahiasi het Bd3 (Hiibner System) 3(q) Ne2(u) 

cxd4.......8. b6(f) Nc6 Be7(r) d5 
6 exd4 a3 Nf£3(i) Bd3 a3 
d5(a) Ba5 Bxc3t(j) b6(s) Be7 
7 c5(b) Rb1 bxc3 cxd5 cxd5 
Ne4. Na6 d6 exd5 exd5 
8 Bd2 £3(g) Ye 0-0(n) Nge2 Nf4 
Nxd2 0-0 e5 e5 0-0 0-0 
9 Qxd2 d5 d5(k)’ Qc2(0) b4 Be2 
a5(c) d6 Ne7 0-0 Nbd7 Bf5(v) 
10 a3 e4 Nh4 Ng5 Qb3 g4 
Bxc3 exd5 h6é hé Bb7 Be6 
11 Nxc3 cxd5 £3(1) Ne4 0-0 g5 x 
a4(d) b5 Qa5s b6 Re8 
12 Bd3 Ng3 Bd2 Nxf6t bs 
b6(e) Rb8(h) Ng6(m) Qxf6 (p) Bdé(t) 


(a) 6... 0-0 7 a3 Be7 8 d5 exd5 9 cxd5 Re8 10 d6 Bf8 11 g3 Re6 12 Bf4 Nh5 
13 Be3 Rxd6 14 Qc2 Nc6 15 Bg2 Nf6 16 0-0 leaves White with fine play for the 
pawn, Makarov—Xu Jun, Belgrade 1988. 


(b) 7 a3 Be7 8 c5 0-0 9 g3 b6 10 b4 bxc5 11 dxc5 a5 12 Rb1 Nc6 13 Bg2 Rb8! 
14 Bf4?! axb4 15 Bxb8 bxc3 +, Salov—M. Gurevich, Leningrad 1987. 


(c) Black loses too much time with 9...Qd7?! 10 a3 Ba5 11 g3 0-0 12 Bg2 Bd8 
13 0-0 b6 14 f4 Na6 15 b4 +, Sadler—Kosten, British Chp. 1997. 


(d) Black also has 11... Bd7 12 Bd3 a4 13 0-0 Nc6! 14 Bc2 Ne7 15 Rfel b6 
16 Qd1 bxc5 17 dxc5 Qa5 18 Nxd5!? exd5 19 Qxd5 Be6 20 Qg5 Ng6 21 Re4 
0-0 =, Rechlis—Portisch, Manila Int. 1990. 


(e) 13 cxb6 Qxb6 14 Bc2 Bd7 15 0-0 0-0 16 Rfel Bc6! 17 Re3 Nd7 18 Rg3 Rfc8 
19 Rdi Nfs =, Speelman—Khalifman, Reykjavik 1991. 


(f) White has an active game after 5... d5 6 a3 Bxc3t 7 Nxc3 cxd4 8 exd4 dxc4 
9 Bxc4 Nc6 10 Be3 0-0 11 0-0 b6 12 Qf3 Bb7 13 Bd3 Rc8 14 Rad1 +, Kasparov— 
Psakhis, match 1990. 


(g) 8 Qa4 Bb7 9 Bd2 Qe7 10 Ng3 0-0 11 d5 Bxc3 12 Bxc3 Nc7 13 Bxfé Qxié 
14 Qxd7 Rac8 15 d6 Rfd8 =, Beliavsky-Gyimesi, Austrian League 2006. 
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(h) 13 Be3 b4 14 axb4 Rxb4 =, Ushenina—Romanishin, Alushta 2004. 


(i) 6 Nge2 is frequently seen. After 6... cxd4 7 exd4 d5 8 0-0 dxc4.9 Bxc4 play 
transposes into column 34. Also 6... cxd4 7 exd4 d5 8 cxd5 Nxd5 9 a3 Nxc3 
10 bxc3 Be7 11 Be4 Bd7 12 0-0 Rc8 13 Nf4 Na5 =, Milov—Anand, Biel 1997. 


(j) 6... d6 7 Qc2 e5 8 dxe5 dxe5 9 Nd2 Bxc3 10 Qxc3 +, Petrosian—Romanishin, 
USSR 1976. 


(k) 9 h3 h6 10 Be3 Qa5 11 0-0 0-0 12 Bd2 Qc7 13 d5 Ne7 14 Nel Ng6 15 Qf3 
Nh7 = van der Sterren—P. Nikolié, Rotterdam 1998. 


(1) 11 f4 Ng6! 12 Nxg6 fxg6 13 0-0 (13 fxe5?, played in Spassky—Fischer, World 
Chp. 1972, leaves the position too blocked for White’s bishops) 13... 0-0 14 
f5 b5 15 g4 Qa5 =. 


(m) 13 Nf5 Bxf5 14 exf5 Nf4 15 Bf1 Nd7 16 a4 0-0-0 17 g3. Nh5 18 Bd3 Nhf6 
19 0-0 e4 20 fxe4 Ne5 with chances for both sides, Hoffman—Zarnicki, Buenos 
Aires 1997, 


(n) 8 Nd2 e5 9 Nb3 b6 10 0-0 0-0 11 f4 e4 12 Be2 Qd7 13 a4 a5 14 Ra2 Qf =, 
Feldman—Allen, Oceana Zt. 2001. 


(0) 9 Ng5 0-0 10 £4 exd4 11 cxd4 cxd4 12 exd4 Nxd4 13 Nxh7 Nxh7 14 Bxh7t 
Kxh7 15 Qxd4 Qbé6 =, Christiansen—de Firmian, U.S. Chp. 1984. 


(p) 13 Be4 Bb7 14 dxc5 dxc5 15 Bd5 Nad 16 e4 Qg6 with at least equality for 
Black, Yusupov—Ivanchuk, match 1991. 


(q) 5 Nf3 0-0 6 Bd3 transposes into the main line Rubinstein (columns 19-20). 
(tr) 5... Bxc3t transposes into the Saémisch Variation, column 49. 


(s}) 6... dxc4 7 Bxc4 c5 8 dxc5 Qxd1t 9 Kxd1 Bxc5 10 b4 is a slightly better end- 
ing for White, but Black may choose this if he is satisfied to draw. 


(t) 13 h3 Nf8 14 a4 =. 


(u) 5 Bd3 e5 6 Ne2 d5 7 cxd5 Nxd5 8 e4 Nb6é 9 d5 Ne7 10 Bg5 h6 11 Bh4 a6 12 Qce2 
g5 13 Bg3 Ng6 with chances for both sides, Bareev-Rashkovsky, Russia 1995. 


(v) 9... Na5?! 10 b4 Nc4 11 Nexd5! Nxd5 12 Bxc4 Nxf4 13 exf4 +, Lobron— 
Gostica, European Zonal 1995, The column is Golenichev—Aleshin, USSR 
1952, 
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NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENSE 


Sdmisch Variation 


1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 a3 Bxc3t 5 bxc3 


49 ' 60 51 52 53 54 
B iocanhtl 5 aaescnsndinies desk aeaeainvmestaausaeincvan ES ectaernraiekeucuees 0-0(v) 
6 ~— f3(a) OS sisccvuevess £3 f3 
c5(b) 0-0 Nc6(s) Ne&(w) 
7 cxd5 Bd3 e4 e4 
Nxd5(c) Nc6 d6 b6 
8 OKC iiccsieaceckee Resale’ Qd3(j) Ne2(n) Be3(t) Bd3 
QB. ec sccees f5 b6(k) b6 b6 Ba6 
9 e4 Qc2(g) e4 e4 Bd3 Nh3 
Ne7!(d) 0-0(h) Ba6 Ne’ Na5 c5 
10 Be3 e4 Qd2(l) 0-0(0) Ne2 d5 
0-0 fxe4 Bxf1 Ba6 Ba6 Qh4t 
11 Qb3 fxe4 Kxf1 £4(p) Ng3 Nf2 
Qc7 Nf4 Ne7 f5(q) Qc7 Nd6 
12 a4(e) Nf3 Ne2 Ng3 0-0 Qe2 
e5 Qc7 Nbc6é g6 0-0-0 exd5 
13 Bc4 Be3 dxc5 Be3 Qe2 exd5 


Nec6(f) Nd7{(i) Qe7!(m) —_exd4!(r) Nd7(u) Bxd3(x) 


(a) (A) 6 Bg5 c5 7 cxd5 exd5 8 e3 Qad 9 Ne2 Ne4 10 Bf4 cxd4 11 exd4 0-0 = 
(Taimanov). (B) 6 e3 c5 7 cxd5 Nxd5 8 Bd2 Nc6 o, 


(b) 6... 0-07 cxd5 exd5 8 e3 Bf5 9 Ne2 Nbd7 10 Ng3 Bg6 11 Bd3 c5 12 0-0 Re8 
13 Re1 Qc7 14 Bxg6 hxg6 15 e4 +, Botvinnik—Tal, World Chp. 1960. 


(c) 7... exd5 8 e3 Qc7 (8... 0-0 9 Bd3 b6 10 Ne2 +) 9 Ra2 Bf5 10 Ne2 Nc6 11 p4 
Be6 12 Nf4 +, Shirov—Lerner,.Lvov 1990. 


(d) (A) 9...Nxc3 10 Qd2 Nc6 11 Bb2 Na4 12 Bxg7 +, Polugaevsky- 
Shapashnikov, USSR 1958. (B) 9... Qxe3t 10 Bd2 Qed 11 Nez +. 


(e) 12 Rb1 Nd7 13 Qc4 Ne5 14 Qb3 Nd7 15 Qc4 Ned 16 Qb3 Draw, Khenkin— 
Anand, Bundesliga 2003. 


(f) 14 Qa3 Nad 15 Bd5 Na6 16 Rb1 Be6 17 Bxe6 fxe6 18 Qa2 Nxc5 19 Bxc5 Qxc5 
20 Qxe6t Kh8 21 Ne2 Qe3 22 Qxe5 Rad8! 23 Qxa5 Draw, Gelfand—de Firmian, 
Moscow 1990 (23... Rd2 24 Qb5 Rfd8 25 Qc4 hé 26 Rf1 R8d3 27 Qfst is per- 
petual check. 


(g) (A) 9 Nh3 0-0 10 Nf4 (10 c4 Qh4t =) 10... Na6 11 Nxd5 exd5 12 Qd4 Qa5 
13 Bf4 Nxc5 =, Nyback—Beliavsky, Gothenburg 2005. (B) 9 e4 fxe4 10 Qc2 e3 
11 Bd3 Nd7 12 Ne2 Nxc5=, Malaniuk—Balashov, USSR Chp. 1990. 
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(h) 9... £410 g3 0-0 11 c4 Ne3 12 Bxe3 fxe3 13 Qc3.Qg5 14 f4 Qxc5 15 Bg2 +, 
Sakaev—Brodsky, Kherson 1991, 


(i) 14 Bc4 Nxc5 15 0-0 Bd7 16 Rae1 b6 17 Bd4 Ba4 18 Qd2 Nb3 19 Bxb3 Bxb3 
20 Ned Ng6! with only a minimal edge to White, Timman—Karpov, Reykjavik 
1990. 


(j) 8Qd2f5 9 Nh3 0-0 10 e3 Nc6 11 Bc4 Nad 12 Ba2, Shirov—Beliavsky, Biel 1992; 
now 12... cxd4 13 exd4 Bd7 is fine for Black. 


(k) A fair alternative is 8...cxd4 9 cxd4 Nc6 10 e4 Nb6 11 Be3 0-0 12 Be2 f5 
13 Rd1 Kh8 14 Nh3 fxe4 15 Qxe4 Nd5 16 Ng5 Nf6 17 Qd3 Qa5t 18 Rd2 Ne7! 
19 0-0 Ned5 =, Savchenko-Gipslis, Gausdal 1992. 


(1) 10 c4 Nc7 11 d5 exd5 12 exd5 0-0 F, Saldano—Zarnicki, Buenos Aires 1994, 


(m) 14 Qf4 (14 Qd6 Qxd6 15 cxd6 Nc8 =) 14... e5 15 Qg4 0-0 with fine compen- 
sation for the pawn, Shirov—Karpov, Biel 1992. 


(n) 8 Nf3?! d6 9 e4 e5 is the Hiibner System in which White has wasted a tempo 
with a2-a3. 


(0) 10 Be3 Ba6 11 Qa4 (11 dxc5?! Ne5) 11... Qc8 12 0-0 (Dimitrevic—Andonov, 
Belgrade 2005), now 12... d6 keeps the game level. 


(p) 11 Qa4 Qc8 12 Be3 Nad 13 dxc5 d6! 14 Ng3 dxc5 15 e5 £5 =, Szabo—Portisch, 
Hungary 1959. 


(q) White gets the attack he is aiming for after 11 .. . Na5?! 12 f5! exf5 13 exis Nf6é 
14 Bg5 h6 15 Bh4 Bxc4 16 Nf4 d5 17 Nh5 +, Hoi—-Kveinys, Ostrava 1992. 


(tr) 14 cxd4 d5! 15 cxd5 Bxd3 16 Qxd3 fxe4 17 Qxe4 Qxd5 =, Yusupov—Karpov, 
Linares 1993. 


(s) 6... d5 is most commonly played, transposing into column 49. 


(t) 8 Ne2 b6 9 Bg5 hé 10 Be3 Qd7 11 Ng3 Ba6 12 Bd3 0-0-0 13 a4 Kb8 =, Gutman— 
Spassky, Bundesliga 1986. , 


(u) 14 f4 Rde8 15 e5 f5 produces a sharp, roughly equal position, Sagalchik— 
Ashley, New York 1995. 


(v) 5...b6 6 {3 Ba6 7 e4 Nc6 8 e5 Ng8 9 Nh3 Na5 10 Qa4 Ne7?! (10... h6 +) 
11 Bd3 0-0 12 Bg5! +, Kotov—Keres, Budapset 1950. 


(w) 6...Nh5 7 Nh3 f5 8 e3 d6 9 Bd3 Nc6 10 0-0 Qe8 11 g4 +, Karaklajic—O’Kelly, 
Tunis 1964. 


(x) 14 Qxd3 with a small edge to White, Acs—Beliavsky, Gyorgy Marx Mem. 2004. 


NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENSE 
4 f3 and Leningrad Variation 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 


55 56 57 58 59 60 
A> TS ei aeeteeshineeoaae geen Bg5 (Leningrad Variation) 
cL eee c5 6 his icis ists be GeGns bedvnd ee Dekaa eas c5 
5 a3 d5 Bh4 d5 
Be7?!(a) —-b5(e) c5 d6 
6 e4 e4 d5(h) e3 
dxe4(b) bxe4. OG wiesstiederciwcosieressanes b5(o) exd5 
7 ~ fxe4 Bxe4 e3 dxe6(p) cxd5 
e5 Nxd5! Bxc3t(i) fxe6 Nbd7 
8 d5 Bxd5(f) bxe3 cxb5(q) Bd3(s) 
Bc5(c) exd5 OF i iaesvess Qe7 d5 Qa5 
9 Nfs! Qxd5 £3(j) Nf3(m) —e3 Ne2 
Neg4 Nc6é Nbd7(k) Nbd7 0-0 Nxd5 
10 Na4 Nge2 Bd3 Nd2 Bd3 0-0 
Bf2t Ba6 Qe7 0-0 d4 Bxc3 
11 Ke2 Kf2 Qb1 Be2 exd4 bxe3 
Bh4(d) 0-0(g) kda() Ned(n) exd4(r) c4l(t) 


(a) Black’s most reliable defense is 5... Bxc3t 6 bxc3 d5, transposing into the 
Sémisch Variation, column 49, That is the reason for 4 {3 seeing limited use. 


(b) 6... 5 7cxd5 exd5 8 e5 Nfd7 9 Nxd5 cxd4 10 Nxe7 Qxe7 11 f4 Nc6 (11... {6 
12 Qxd4 +) 12 Nf3 0-0 13 b4 a6 14 Bd3 +, Milov—Arbakov, Biel 1993. 


() 8... a5 9 Bd3 0-0 10 Nf3 Bg4 11 0-0 Nbd7 12 h3 Bxf3 13 Rxf3 +, Lin—Tong, 
China 1990. 


(d) Or 11... Bd4 12 Nxd4 exd4 13 Qxd4 0-0 14 h3! Qh4?! 15 g3 Qh5 16 Bg2! 
Ne5dt 17 g4 winning, Shirov—Dautov, Daugavpils 1989. After 11... Bh4 12 g3 
Be7 13 h3 Nf6 14 Qd3 0-0 15 Kf2 White is clearly better, Volkov—Vijayalaksh, 
Isle of Man 2006, 


(e) (A) 5... Bxc3t 6 bxc3 d6 7 e4 e5 8 Bd3 Nbd7 9 Ne2 Nfs 10 h4 G, Piket— 
Seirawan, Monaco (blindfold) 1993, (B) 5...Nh5 6 Nh3 Qh4t 7 Nf2 Qxc4 
8 e4 Bxc3t 9 bxc3 Qxc3t 10 Bd2 Qd4 11 Qcl exd5 12 Bc3 Qa4 13 Qgs 0-0 
14 Qxh5 d4 15 Bd2 leaves White slightly better chances in a messy position, 
Sakaev—Gusinov, Doha 1993, 


(f) Not 8 exd5? Qh4t 9 g3 Qxc4 5, 

(g) 12 Rd1 Re8 13 Bf4 Bxc3 14 bxc3 Qf6 =, Krush—E. Paehtz, Match 2006, 

(h) 6 e3 cxd4 7 exd4 Qad 8 Qc2 Ne4 =, Boleslavsky—Taimanov, Leningrad 1945. 
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(i) 7...g5 8 Bg3 Ne4 9 Qc2 Qf6 10 Ne2 exd5 11 0-0-0! Bxc3 12 Nxc3 Nxc3 
13 Qxc3 Qxc3 14 bxc3 and. White wins his pawn back with great advantage, 
Timman—Winants, Brussels 1988. 


(j) (A) 9 Qe2 Nbd7 10 Bd3 Qe7 11 £3 Kd8 12 Ne2 g5 13 Bg3 Kc7 14 h4 Rg8 =, 
Timman—Andersson, Tilburg 1977. (B) 9 Bd3 e4! 10 Bc2 g5 11 Bg3 Qe7 12 h4 
Rg8 13 hxg5 hxg5 14 Ne2 Kd8 =, Hjartarson—de Firmian, Moscow 1990. 


(k) 9... g5 10 Bg3 e4?! 11 h4 g4 12 h5 exf3 13 gxf3 Qe7 14 Bh4! Qxe3t?! 15 Qe2 
Qxe2t 16 Nxe2 Nxh5 17 0-0-0! Nd7 (17... gxf3 18 Re1!) 18 fxg4 +, Bareev— 
Sax, Hastings 1990. ; 


(1) 12 Ne2 Kc7 13 0-0 g5 14 Be1 Nb6 15 a4.a5 16 Ng3 Bd7 =, Yermolinsky—Serper, 
Tilburg (rapid) 1994, 


(m) 9 Bd3 Nbd7 10 dxe6 Qxe6 11 Ne2 g5 12 Bg3 Ned 13 h4 Rg8 =, Graf—Reshevsky, 
Lugano 1987. 


(n) 12 Ne4! g5 13 Nxf6t Qxf6 14 Bg3 Nxc4 15 0-0 +, Rogozenko—Lobron, Internet 
2001. 


(0) 6... exd5 7 cxd5 d6 8 e3 Nbd7 9 Bd3 0-0 10 Ne2 Ne5 11 0-0 Ng6 12 Bg3 Nh5 
13 f4 Bg4 14 Qc? Bxe2 15 Nxe2 +, Planniné—Parma, Yugoslavia 1968. 


(p) 7 e3 Bb7 8 dxe6 fxe6 9 cxb5 0-0 10 a3 Bad 11 Nf3 Qe8 =, Yusupov— 
Christiansen, New York (rapid) 1995. 


(q) 8 e4?! 0-0 9 e5 Qa5! 10 Nez Ne4 11 Qc2 Bb7 12 £3 Nxc3 13 bxc3 Ba3 14 cxb5 
a6! +=, Bareev—Gelfand, Moscow 1990. 


(r) 12 a3 Bad 13 b4 dxc3 14 bxa5 Bb7 15 Ne2! Bxg2 16 Rg1 +, Cooper~Adamski, 
Nice 1974. 


(s) 8 Bb5 Qa5 9 Bxd7+ Nxd7 10 Nge2 f6 11 Bf4 Ne5 12 0-0 0-0 13 Ne4 Qd8 =, 
Murshed—Korchnoi, Moscow Ol. 1994. 


(t) 12 Be2 (12 Bf5 N7b6!) 12... 0-0 13 Ng3 Ned 14 e4 Nxc3 15 Qe1 Nd3 16 Bxd3 
Qxg5 17 Bxc4 Na4 with roughly even chances, Lempert—Podlesnik, Bled 1994. 


NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENSE 
4 Nf3, 4 Qb3 and 4 93 
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 


61 62 63 64 65 66 
es EPS eiytedats, catitacenees ua eetes Qb3 oo... 3 
b6(a) c5(m) COvsieaassb cw d5 
5 BQD sscvedese cee venseia tees Qb3(h) dxc5 Nf3 Nf3(t) 
hé c5(i) Nc6 cxd4(p) dxc4 
6 Bh4 Bg5(j) Nf3 Nxd4 Bg2 
Bb7 Bb7(k) Ne4. 0-0(q) 0-0 
7 e3(b) a3 Bd2 Bg2 0-0 
BD ciceteence Bxc3t Bad Nxd2(n) d5 Nc6 
8 Bg3 bxc3 0-0-0(1) Nxd2 cexd5(r) Re1(u) 
Ne4 d6 Bxc3 Bxc5 Nxd5 Nd5 
) Qe2(c) Nd2(e) Qxc3 Nde4 Bd2 Qc2 
Bxc3t g5(f) Ne4 Be7 Nxc3 Be7 
10 ~=bxc3 Bg3 Bxd8 0-0-0 bxc3 Ne4 
d6 Qe7 Nxc3 Qc7 Be7 Ndb4! 
11 ‘Bd3 h4 bxc3 e3 Rb1 Qc3(v) 
Nxg3(d) Rg8(g) Kxd8 = a6(o) Nd7(s) 


(a) 4...c¢5 5 d5 (5 e3 is back to the Rubinstein Variation, while 5 g3 is column 
65) 5...Ne4 6 Qc2 Qf6 =, Spassky—A. Sokolov, Clemont Ferrand 1989. 


(b) (A) 7 Nd2 Bxc3 8 bxc3 g5 9 Bg3 dé 10 e3 Qe7 11 h4 Rg8 transposes into the 
next column, (B) 7 Qc2 g5 8 Bg3 Ne4 9 Bed f6 10 d5 exd5 11 cxd5 Bxc3t 
12 Bxc3 Bxd5 13 0-0-0 Nxc3 14 Qxc3 Be6 15 h4 g4 16 Nd4Qe7 =. 


(c) 9 Nd2 Nxc3 10 bxc3 Bxc3 11 Rei Bb4 12 h4 gxh4 13 Rxh4 Be7 is about even, 
Gelfand—Vallejo Pons, ARM-ROW 2004, 


(d) This is better than 11... f5 12 d5 Nd7 13 Nd4 Ndc5 14 dxe6 Rf8 15 Be2 Qf6é 
16 BhSt Ke7 17 Bf7 Rxf7 18 exf7 Qxf7 19 0-0 +, Kamsky—Salov, Moscow 
1992. After 11 ...Nxg3 12 fxg3!? Nd7 13 0-0 Qe7 14 Rf2 0-0-0 15 Be4 Rhfs! 
16 Be1 Bxe4 17 Qxe4 Kb8 18 Qh7 Rh8 19 Qc2 h5 20 e4 h4 chances are even, 
Zvjaginsev-Timman, Biel 1995. Also 11... Nxg3; on 12 hxg3 Nd7 13 a4 a5 
14 Be4 Bxe4 15 Qxe4 Ke7 =, Bacrot—Berkes, Aeroflot Open 2005. 


(e} 9 Bd3 Nbd7 10 0-0 g5 11 Bg3 Ne4 12 Nd2 Ndf6 =, Adianto—Panno, Buenos 
Aires 1997, 


(f) 9... Nbd7 10 f3 Qe7 11 e4 e5 12 Qa4 0-0 13 Bd3 c5 14 0-0 4, Kamsky— 
Timman, Linares 1993. 
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(g) 12 hxg5 hxg5 13 Be2 Nc6! (13... Bxg2 14 Rhé with play) 14 Qa4 Qd7 15 Rhé 
Ned 16 Qd1 Ngé6 17 Bf3 Bxf3 18 Qxf3 Ke7 leaves Black at least even chances, 
Piket—Lobron, Dortmund 1995. 


(h) 5 Qc2 Bb7 6 a3 Bxc3t 7 Qxc3 Ne4 is an equal line from the Classical Variation 
(4 Qc2). 


(i) 5...a56 g3 Bb7 7 Bg2 0-0 8 0-0 Bxc3 9 Qxc3 d6 10 b3 Nbd7 11 Bb2 Ne4 
12 Qe3 =, Dreev—Kiselev, Podolsk 1992. 


(j) 6 a3 Ba5 7 Bf4 Bb7! 8 e3 (8 dxc5 Ne4 9 cxb6 Qxb6 10 Qxb6 Bxc3t ¥F) 8... 0-0 
9 e3 cxd4 10 Nxd4 Ne4 =, Portisch—Polugaevsky, Linares 1985. 


(k) 6... Nc6?! 7 d5 Na5 8 Qc2 hé 9 Bh4 d6 (9... Nxc4 10 e4 Nxb2 11 Nd2! x) 
10 e4 e5 11 Nd2 leaves the Black knight on a5 misplaced, van Wely—Tiviakov, 
Groningen 1994, 


(1) (A) 8 dxc5 Na6! 9 cxb6 Nc5 10 Qc2 Be4 11 Qd1 Bxc3t 12 bxc3 Qxb6 F, van 
Wely—Seirawan, Wijk aan Zee 1995. (B) 8 e3 cxd4! 9 Nxd4 0-0 10 Qc2 Bxc3t 
11 Qxc3 d5 12 cxd5 Qxd5 13 Bxf6 Re8! 14 Qd2 gxf6 15 £3 Nc6 =, Seirawan- 
Adams, Bermuda 1999, The column is Grétarsson—Hjartarson, Leeuwarden 
1995, 


(m) 4...Nc6 5 Nf3 d5 6 Bg5 hé 7 Bxf6 Qxfé 8 e3 dxc4 9 Bxc4 0-0 10 0-0 Bdé 
11 Bb5 Bd7 12 Rfd1 with a very small edge for White, Akopian—Serper, 
Manila Ol. 1992. 


(n) Also good is 7... Nxc5 8 Qc2 0-0 9 a3 Bxc3 10 Bxc3 a5 11 g3 £5 12 Bg2 Qc7 
13 0-0 a4 =, Euwe—Evans, Hastings 1949/50. 


(0) 12 c5 0-0 =, Riedel—Palo, Salzburg 2002. 


(p) 5...Ne4 6 Qd3 Qad 7 Qxe4 Bxc3t 8 Bd2 Bxd2t 9 Nxd2 Nc6 10 d5 Nd4 
11 Bg2 Nb3 12 Rd1 Qxa2 13 Qe5 0-0 14 Qc3 with good compensation for the 
pawn (Romanishin). 


(q) 6...Ne4 7 Qd3 Qa5 8 Nb3 Nxc3! 9 Bd2 Ne4 10 Qxe4 Bxd2t 11 Nxd2 0-0 
12 Bg2 Nc6 13 Qe3 d5 14 0-0 d4 15 Qe3 e5 =, Piket-Tiviakov, Groningen 1998. 


(r) 8 0-0 dxc4 9 Qa4 Na6 10 Ndb5d Nd5 11 Rd1 Qe8 12 Nxd5 exd5 13 Bxd5 Bd7 
14 Bxe4 Bc6 and the pin wins back the pawn with a good game, Moiseenko~ 
Naiditsch, Spain 2005. 


(s) 12 0-0 (12 Bxb7 Bxb7 13 Rxb7 Qc8! 14 Rb1 Nb6 with good play for the pawn) 
12... Nb6 13 Bf4 Nd5 14 Qb3 Nxf4 15 gxf4, Kasparov—Salov, Linares 1990; 
now 15... Bd6 16 e3 e5 is about equal. 


(t) After 5 cxd5 exd5 White has no worries about his c-pawn, but he has freed 
Black’s position and can gain no advantage. 


(u) 8 a3 Bxc3 (8 .. . Be7! is safer) 9 bxc3 Rb8 10 Bg5 b5 11 e4 h6 12 Bhé4! e5 
13 Nxe5 Nxe5 14 dxe5 Qxd1 15 Rfxd1 Nd7 16 f4 (Carlsen—Adams, Turin Ol. 
2006), now 16... Nxe5 should be equal. 


(v) 11 Qxc4? Qd5! gives White a problem due to the knight fork on c2. After 
11 Qc3 b5 12 a3 Nd5 13 Qc2 Bb7 14 Bg5 Bxg5 15 Nexg5 Nf6 Black holds a 
small edge, Gulko—Gausal, Reykjavik 1996. 
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QUEEN’S INDIAN DEFENSE 


1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nf3 b6 


sa iver 
fue. 
ott ae 


GY 


“aia ‘aha 
Be 


DeAlZ 


Hre’s cHoIce oF Nf3 on the third move invites the Queen’s Indian 
Defense. Players use the opening set of the Nimzo-Indian and 

Queen’s Indian to make a complete defense to the queen pawn. 
This allows the more flexible strategies of the Indian Defenses compared 
with the double queen pawn openings, although it does not immediately 
challenge White’s staking out the center. Black seeks good posts for 
his/her pieces before deploying the central pawns. 

Of all the Indian Defenses, the most solid and risk free is the Queen’s 
Indian. Black restrains White’s center without weakening his/her pawn 
structure, ceding the bishop pair, or making another significant conces- 
sion. The only negative factor is that White will have a little more space, 
but this is not enough to significantly restrict the Black pieces. You must 
be willing to live with this if you play the Queen’s Indian. The opening 
was in fact once regarded as too solid to gain an advantage against, but (as 
always) new ideas came forth on the White side, particularly in the 4 a3 
lines. 

The exchange of one or two minor pieces is usually enough to solve 
Black’s spatial problems, the most common exchange being... Ne4 and 
exchanging for the White knight on c3. The e4 square is important in the 
scheme of this opening; if White can control it without making serious 
concessions he/she will have the advantage. 

The Queen’s Indian was developed by Nimzovich and other “hyper- 
moderns” in the early twentieth century. While many top players use it 
today, its most notable exponent has been Karpov, whose style is exactly 
like this opening—correct and safe, with possibilities for active play. 


Onn, M1 ae 


ae 
a ay oe 
Be a: 
sgueaae 


The Petrosian System, 4 a3 (columns 1-18), is the sharpest and most 
aggressive plan for White, see above diagram. It came to prominence in 
the 1980s when Kasparov scored victories with it in brilliant attacking 
games. It was a major reason for renewed interest in the White side of this 
opening, and has been probably the most popular choice in the last three 
decades. The point of 4 a3 seems slow—to play 5 Nc3 and avoid the pin 

. . Bb4. Yet it influences the central play and Black has no way to exploit 
the tempo that combines that well with... b6. 

Black’s sharpest and most direct response is 4...Bb7 5 Nc3 d5 
6 cxd5 Nxd5 (columns 1-6). White obtains a mobile pawn center that al- 
lows for sharp play and kingside attacks. In the last decade Black has dis- 
covered satisfactory defenses, but the character of the game is like an 
aggressive king-pawn opening with decisive results common. 

In columns 7-8 Black recaptures 6... exd5, leading to less dynamic 
play more typical of double queen pawn openings. White has more theo- 
retical chances here. Columns 9-10 cover 6 Bg5, a move that aims for a 
technical advantage. 6 Qc2 (columns 11-12) is also a respected alterna- 
tive, but play is sharp and aggressive. 

Fourth- and fifth-move variants constitute columns 13-18. These sys- 
tems are less played but generally no worse than defenses in columns 
1-12. Column 13 is 4... Bb7 5 Nc3 Ne4, formerly regarded as bad in the- 
ory, yet Black may be all right. Column 14 is Romanishin’s 5... g6. 
Columns 15-17 cover the significant system 4... Ba6 5 Qc2 Bb7 6 Nc3 c5. 


Aigfe Ay 
i 
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The classical response to the Queen’s Indian is the fianchetto, 4 g3 
(columns 19-36), see above diagram. White contests the h1—a8 diagonal 
with its central e4 and d5 squares. 4 g3 takes the game into a positional/ 
strategic struggle in which White seeks to consolidate a spatial advantage. 
Play is quieter than the 4 a3 variation, draws being a more common result. 

The main line of the fianchetto variation is 4...Bb7 5 Bg2 Be7 
6 0-0 0-0 (columns 19-24), with 7 Nc3 Ne4 (columns 19—22) the usual 
continuation. The exchange of a minor piece allows Black more freedom 
of movement, but the cramping effect of a White pawn on d5 is still a 
worry. Karpov has won some fine games from the White side of this vari- 
ation. Column 23 is 7... d5, contesting the center with pawns yet allow- 
ing White more active pieces. The pawn sacrifice, 7 d5 (column 24), has 
been worked out to equality. 

Delaying castling with 6 Nc3 (columns 25-26) is one of White’s most 
aggressive lines after 4 g3. Play can become very tactical as the struggle for 
the central squares e4 and d5 begins immediately. Column 27 looks at 
5...¢5, which leads to a Benoni-like position. Systems with ... Bb4t are 
covered in columns 28—30. The plan, as in the Bogo-Indian, is either to ex- 
change the bishop, alleviating spatial problems, or to alter White’s natural 
piece setup. 

The exaggerated fianchetto, 4... Ba6 (columns 31—36), is another 
idea from Nimzovich. White’s best and most usual reply is 5 b3, when 
Black can choose from different continuations of... Bb4t and attacking 
c4 with either the d- or b-pawn. 5 Nbd2 (column 35) and 5 Qc2 (column 
36) are not as theoretically critical. 

Other systems for White on the fourth move are covered in columns 
37-42. 4 e3 (columns 37—39) intends straightforward development and at- 
tacking play. Black should contest the center with pawns when he/she is 
theoretically all right, though play can become tactical. 4 Nc3 (columns 
40-41) would transpose into the Nimzo-Indian Defense after 4... Bb4. 
Lines considered here are strictly Queen’s Indian variations. 4 Bf4 (col- 
umn 42), an old move of Miles’, takes play into unusual territory and is 
not particularly dangerous. 
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QUEEN’S INDIAN DEFENSE 


Petrosian System 
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nf3 b6 4 a3. Bb7 5 Nc3 d5 6 cxd5 Nxd5 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
Po * 508s odaaielnde Riera henente ce seh ctiaati hn’ Or atinnte neice Bd2(t) 
B@7 vs cagsisscipereecaseds tend g6(h) Nxc3 ........ c5(p) Nd7(u) 
8 Bb5t Nxd5(i)} bxc3(l) dxc5(q) Nxd5(v) 
c6 exd5 Be7 Bxc5 Bxd5(w) 
9 Bd3 Bb5t e4(m) Bg5 Qc2 
Nxc3 .....6., 0-0(d) c6 0-0 Qc8(r) c5 
10 bxc3 Qc2 Bd3 Bd3 Rc1 e4 
c5 hé Bg7 c5 hé Bb7 
11 (0-0 0-0(e) b4(j) 0-0 Bh4 d5!? 
Nc6(a) c5 0-0 Qc8(n) a5 exd5 
12 Qe2(b) Nxd5 Bd2 Qa2!? Na4 exd5 
0-0 Qxd5(f} Nd7 Nd7 Nd7 Qe7t 
13 Bb2 e4 Rb1 Qe2 e4 Be3 
Rc8 Qh5 Re8& a5 Nc7 0-0-0 
14 Rad1 dxc5 0-0 e5 Nxc5 0-0-0 


cxd4(c) Bxc5(g) Nf6(k) Rda(o) bxc5(s) Nf6(x) 


(a) 11... 0-0 12 Qc2 g6 13 e4 Qc7 14 Qe2 Qd8 15 h4! Nc6 16 Be3 Bf6 17 e5 Bg7 
18 h5 with good attacking prospects for White, Polugaevsky—Petrosian, 
Moscow 1981. 


(b) 12 e4 cxd4 13 cxd4 0-0 14 Be3 Rc8 15 Ra2 Na5 16 Bd2 Nc6 =, Lobron— 
Hjartarson, Manila Ol. 1992. 


(c) 15 cxd4 (15 exd4 Bf6 =) 15... Bf6 16 Be4 (16 e4 Na5=) 16... Qe7 17 d5 exd5 
18 Bxd5 Bxb2 =, Johannessen—Yusupov, Bundesliga 2003. 


(d) 9...Nd7 10 e4 N5f6!? 11 d5 exd5 12 exd5 Bd6 13 0-0 0-0 14 Bg5 Qc7! =, 
Khenkin—Henrichs, Osterburg 2006. 


(e) 11 e4 Nxc3 12 bxc3 c5 13 0-0 Qc8 14 Qe2 Ba6 15 Rd1 Bxd3 16 Rxd3 Nd7 
leaves White just a tiny edge, Khenkin—Rombaldoniy, Italy 2005. 


(f) 12... exd5 13 b3 Nd7 14 Bb2 a5 15 a4 RcB 16 Qe2 Bd6 17 Raci Rc8 
18 Ba6 =, F. Olafsson—Keres, Tallinn 1975. - 


(g) 15 b4 Bd6 16 Bb2 Nc6 17 Qe2 Rad8 18 e5 Bb8 19 Rfd1 Ne7 20 Be4 Nd5 =, Kas- 
parov—Hjartarson, Belgrade 1989. 
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(h) 7...Nd7 8 Bd3 c5 9 e4 N5f6 10 Bf4 a6 11 d5! exd5 12 Nxd5 Nxd5 13 exd5 
Bxd5 14 Qc2 Nf6 15 0-0 Bd6 16 Qe2t Kf8 17 Ne5 +, Portisch—Miles, Thessa- 
loniki Ol. 1984. 


(i) White has tried several other plans that gain no advantage: (A) 8 Bb5t c6 
9 Bd3 Bg7 10 Na4 Qc7 11 0-0 Nd7 12 e4 Nf4=, Gelfand—Kramnik, Melody 
Amber 2004. (B) 8 Bb5t c6 9 Bc4 Bg7 10 e4 Nxc3 11 bxc3 c5 12 Bg5 Qdé! 
13 Qd3 Nc6 14 Rd1 0-0 15 0-0 Na5 16 Ba2 c4! with good counterplay, 
Pavlovié—H. Olafsson, Yerevan 1988. (C) Most dangerous is 8 h4 Bg7 9 h5 Nd7 
10 Bd3 (10 h6!? may cause problems—Lalié) 10... 0-0 11 e4?! Nxc3 12 bxc3 
Nc5! +, Vokaé—Sax, Lazne 1995. 


(j) 11 e4 dxe4 12 Bxe4 0-0 13 0-0 Nd7 14 Bg5 Qe7 15 Re1 Rfe8 16 Re1 ¢5 17 Qe2 
Bxe4 18 Rxe4 Qb7 =, Kramnik—Anand, Linares 1993, 


(k) 15 Qc2 Ne4 16 Rfcl Rc8 =, Kasparov-Kramnik, Champions Blitz 2001. 


()) 8 Qxc3 h6! 9 b4 (9 e3 Be7 10 Bb5t c6 11 Ba4 0-0 12 0-0 Nd7 13 e4 b5 14 Be2 
c5 =, Ivanchuk—Karpov, Roquebrune 1992) 9... Be7 10 Bf4 0-0! 11 Rc1 (Black 
has good play after both 11 Bxc7 Qd5 and 11 Qxc7 Qxe7 12 Bxc7 Rc8) 
11...0¢5 12 dxc5 bxc5 13 bxc5 Qd5 =as ... Rc8 is coming, Browne—M. Gure- 
vich, New York 1989. 


(m) 9 e3 Nd7 10 Bd3 c5 11 0-0 (11 Bxh7 cxd4 12 exd4 Qc7 ¥) 11... Rce8 12 Qe2 
0-0 13 e4 Qc7 14 Rei Rfd8 15 Bd2 e5 =, Dreev—Anand, match 1991. 


(n) Threatening 12... cxd4 13 cxd4 Qxe2 =, and intending 12 Qe2 Ba6. Instead 
11... Nd7 12 Bb2 Rc8 13 Qe2 +, Radjabov—Anand, Dubai Rapid 2002. 


(0) 15 Rb1 exd4 16 exd4 Ba6 17 h4 h6 18 a4 Bb4 =, Khalifman—Ivanchuk, Elista 
1998, 


(p) 7... Be7 8 e4 Nxc3 9 bxc3 0-0 transposes into the previous column, but not 
9...c5?! 10 Bb5t Bc6 11 Bd3 Nd7 12 0-0 h6 13 Rd1 Qc7 14 d5! exd5 15 exd5 
Bxd5 16 Bb5 a6 17 Bf4! with the attack, Kasparov-Gheorghiu, Moscow Int. 
1982. 


(q) Also good is 8 e4 Nxc3 9 bxc3 Nd7 10 Bf4 cxd4 11 cxd4 Rc8 12 Qb3 Be7 
13 Bd3 Nf6 14 Qb5t Qd7 15 Ne5 Qxb5t 16 Bxb5t Kfs 17 £3 Ne8 18 Bd7! +, 
Timman—Karpov, match 1993, 


(r) 9... f6 10 Bd2 0-0 11 e3 Kh8 12 Bc4 Nxc3 13 Bxc3 Qe7 14 h4! gives White 
good attacking chances, Piket—Lautier, match 1995. 


(s} Not 14... Nxc5? 15 b4 axb4 16 axb4 Bxe4 17 Qb2 winning. After 14... bxc5 
15 Be2 Ba6 16 0-0 0-0 17 Rfd1 White has a distinct advantage, Kasparov—van 
der Wiel, Amsterdam 1988. 


(t) 7 e4?! Nxc3 8 bxc3 Bxe4 9 Ne5 Qh4! renders White’s pawn sacrifice dubious. 


(u) 7... Be7 8 Qc2 0-0 9 e4 Nxc3 10 Bxc3 Nd7 11 Rd1 Qc8 12 Bd3 c5 13 d5 +, 
Dreev—Stefansson, Reykjavik (blitz) 2004. 


(v) 8 Qc2 c5 (the slower 8... Be7 9 e4 Nxc3 10 Bxc3 0-0 11 0-0-0 allows White 
more attacking chances, Piket—Karpov, match 1999) 9 e4 Nxc3 10 Bxc3 cxd4 
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11 Nxd4 a6 12 g3 Qc7 13 Bg2 Bc5 14 Qe2 0-0 15 0-0 Rac8 =, Akopian—Salov, 
Tilburg 1994. 


(w) Safer is 8...exd5 9 g3 Bd6 10 Bg5 Be7 11 Bxe7 Qxe7 with just a minimal 
edge to White, Kramnik—Psakhis, Chalkidiki 1992. 


(x) 15 d6 Qe8 16 Bc4 Bxd6 17 Ng5 +, Atalik—Z. Almasi, Bosnian League 2003. 
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QUEEN’S INDIAN DEFENSE 
Petrosian System 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 e6 3 Nf3 b6 4 a3 Bb7 5 Nc3 d5 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
Bo - OXd bs otc cticiesninteds s Bgo os ces ieivieldescdesnenete Qc2 
exd5 Be7(j) AXxC4......00 Be7(t) 
Bo pbs iesavee Bfa(f) Qa4t(k) e4 cxd5 
Be7(a) Bd6(g) CO sis. iivcbie Qd7(m) ch Nxd5(u) 
8 Qa4t(b) Bg3(h) Bxf6 Qxd7t(n) d5(p) Bd2(v) 
c6(c) 0-0 Bxf6 Nbxd7 exd5 0-0 
9 Bg2 e3 exd5 Nbs5 exd5 e4 
0-0 Ne4. exd5 Bd8 Bd6(q) Nxc3 
10 0-0(d) Qb3 g3 exd5 Bxc4 Bxc3 
Nbd7 Nxc3 0-0 Nxd5 0-0(r) Nd7 
11 «=—BK Qxe3 Bg2 e4 0-0 0-0-0 
Re8& c5 c5 N5f6 a6 c6 
12 Radi Be2 Rd1 Ret Bg5 ha 
h6(e) Qe7(i) Qe7 (1) Bxe4(o) Nbd7(s) b5(w) 


(a) (A) 7... Bd6 8 Qa4t c6 9 Bg2 0-0 10 0-0 Re8 11 Bf4 Bxf4 12 gxf4 Qd6 13 Ne5 
Nbd7 14 Rfd1 is just a small edge to White, Buhman—C. Hansen, Bundesliga 
2002, (B) 7... 5 8 Qa4t Bc6 (8... Nbd7 9 Bh3 +) 9 Qc2 Bd6 10 Bg2 Nbd7 
11 0-0 0-0 12 Rd1 Qe7 13 Nh4 +, Yermolinsky—A. Ivanov, U.S. Chp. 1994. 


(b) 8 Bg2 0-0 9 0-0 Nbd7 10 Bf4 c5 11 Qc2 Rc8 12 Bh3 (12 Radi Ne4! =) 12... 
exd4 13 Nxd4 Ne4 14 Qa4 Ndc5d 15 Qd1i Nxc3 16 bxc3 Ra8 =, Akopian— 
Epishin, Yerevan Ol. 1996. 


(c) 8... Nbd7?! 9 Ne5 c5 10 dxc5 bxc5 11 Bh3! Bd6 (11... d4 12 0-0 dxc3 
13 Rd1) 12 Nxd7 Nxd7 13 0-0 d4 14 Nb5 Bb8 15 Bg5! Qxg5 16 Nd6t+ Bxd6 
17 Qxd7t +, P. Cramling—Bator, Stockholm 1987. 


(d) White may also gain an edge from (A) 10 Bf4 Nh5 (10... Nbd7 11 Rd1i Nh5 
12 Bc1 +) 11 Bxb8 Qxb8 12 0-0 Nf6 13 Ne5 +, Eingorn—Naumkin, Moscow 
1990, or (B) 10 Ne5 b5 11 Qd1 Nbd7 12 Nxd7 Qxd7 13 0-0 Rad8 14 Bg5 x, 
Gavrikov—Hiibner, Switzerland 1992. 


(e) 13 Rfel Bfs and Black is near equality, Fedorowicz—Milisits, U.S. Open 2006. 


(f) (A) 7 Bg5 will usually transpose into the next column. (B) 7 Qa4t c6 8 g3 Be7 
transposes into the previous column, but Black can also try 7... Qd7!? 
8 Qxd7t Nbxd7 9 Nb5 Bd6 10 Nxd6t cxd6 11 Bf4 Ke7 when the doubled 
pawns are good defensively, Razuvaev—Tukmakov, Moscow 1985. 
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(g) Also possible is 7... Be7 8 e3 0-0 9 Be2 cS 10 Ne5 Nc6 11 0-0 cxd4 12 exd4 
Ne4 13 Nxc6 Bxc6 14 Re1 Qd7 with a reasonable game, Farago—Matanovié, Vi- 
enna 1986, 


(h) 8 Ne5 0-0 9 e3 c5 10 Bb5 Na6G 11 0-0 cxd4 12 exd4 Nc7 13 Ba4, Christiansen— 
Hiibner, Germany 1994; now 13... Ne6 14 Bg3 Ne¢4 is equal. 


(i) 13 Bxd6 Qxd6 14 dxc5 bxc5 15 b4 Nd7 16 bxc5 Nxc5 17 0-0 Rfc8 =, Salov— 
Hiibner, Wijk aan Zee 1992. 


(j) 6... dxc4 7 e4 Be7 8 Qc2 Nc6 9 Rd1 Nad 10 Nd2 0-0 11 Nxc4 with a spatial 
advantage, Zimmerman-Nisipeanu, Eger 1995. 


(k) 7 e3 0-0 8 Rc1 c5 9 exd5 exd5 10 Be2 Na6 11 0-0 c4 12 Ned Nc7 13 Qa4 Qe8 =, 
Stajcié—van Wely, Vienna 1994. 


(1) 13 0-0 Rd8 14 e3 Na6 15 h4 Nc7 16 Rfe1 with a minimal edge to White, van 
Wely—Bacrot, Mulhouse 1998. 


(m) 7... Bc6!? 8 Qb3 dxc4 9 Qxc4 0-0 10 Bxf6 Bxf6 11 e4 b5 12 Nxb5 Bxe4 
13 Nxc7 Bd5 14 Nxd5 exd5 15 Qc2 Re8t 16 Be2 +, Sadler—Speelman, Hast- 
ings 1999. 


(n) More complicated is 8 Qc2 dxc4 9 e3 Bxf3 10 gxf3 b5 11 Rg c6.12 a4 a6 with 
roughly equal chances, I. Sokolov—Leko, Eurotel Rapid 2002. 


(0) 13 Nd2 Bd5 14 Nxc7t Bxc7 15 Rxc7 Kd8 =, Delemare—Porat, Essent Open 
2004. 


(p) 8 dxc5 Bxc5 9 Bxc4 Nbd7 10 0-0 Qc7 11 Bd3 a6 12 Bg5 Ned! =, I. Sokolov— 
Polugaevsky, Holland 1994. 


(q) 9... Nxd5?! 10 Bxc4 Be7 (10... Qe7+?! 11 Kf1!) 11 Qb3 Nxc3 12 Bxf7+ Kfé 
13 bxc3 + (Lalié ). 


(r) 10... Qe7+?! 11 Be3 Ng4 12 Ne4! Nxe3 13 fxe3 Nd7 14 0-0 h6 15 Nxd6 Qxd6 
16 Qe4t Kf8 17 Qf4 +, Sakaev-Z. Almasi, Yugoslavia 1997. 


(s) 13 a4 Qc7 14 Rad1 Rfe8 15 b3 h6 16 Bh4 Ng4 17 Bg3 (Radjabov—Barkhagen, 
Saint Vincint 2005) 17... Rad8 =. 


() 6...c5 7 cxd5 cxd4 8 Qa4t Nbd7 9 dxe6 dxc3 10 exd7t Qxd7 11 Qxd7+t 
Nxd7 12 bxc3 leaves White better, although Black has almost enough com- 
pensation for the pawn, San Segundo-Salov, Madrid 1997. 


(u) 7...exd5 8 Bf4 0-0 9 e3 c5 10 Bd3 Ba6 11 Bxa6 Nxa6 12 Rd1 c4 with chances 
for both sides, Paragua—Rozentalis, Turin Ol. 2006. 


(v) 8 e4 Nxc3 9 bxc3 0-0 transposes into column 4 (7 Qc2). 


(w) 13 Rh3 a5 14 d5 cxd5 15 Bxb5 Nfé 16 Ng5 Qbé 17’exd5 Rac8 18 Bd7 Bxd5 
19 Bxc8 Rxc8 20 Rxd5 exd5 =, Kamsky—Anand, match 1994, 
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QUEEN’S INDIAN DEFENSE 
Petrosian System, Fourth- and Fifth-Move Variants 
1 d4 Nf6 2 cf e6 3 Nf3 b6 4 a3 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
2 ee BDZ niece eieeserdi dose tases BAG psa isiivadane dia cliiewes ste taawavddees c5 
5 Nc3 Qc2 (1) d5 
Ne4......008 g6(f) Bb7(m) Ba6(v) 
6 Nxe4(a) Qc2(g) Nc3 Qc2(w) 
Bxe4. Bxf3(h) c5 exd5(x) 
7 Nd2(b) gxf3(i) G4 ciclo sinatea, dxc5(s) cxd5 
Bb7(c) Nc6 cxd4 bxc5 g6(y) 
8 e4 e3 Nxd4 Bfa(t) Nc3 
g6 Bg7 NG6.....0000 Bc5(p) Bxf3!(u) Bg7 
9 Bd3 f4 Nxcé Nb3 gxf3 g3 
Bg7 0-0 Bxc6 Nc6 Nc6 0-0 
10 8 Nf3 Bg2 Bf4 Bg5(q) e3 Bg2 
d6 Na5 Nh5(n) hé Nh5 d6 
11 0-0(d) Ne2\(j) Be3 Bh4 Bg3 0-0 
0-0(e) d5(k) Qb8(o0) Nd4(r) Nxg3 = Re&(z)} 


(a) 6 Bd2 Be7 7 d5 f5! 8 g3 Bf6 gives Black no problems, Shaked—de Firmian, U.S. 
Chp. 1998. 


(b) (A) 7 e3 Be7 8 Bd3 Bxd3 9 Qxd3 d5 10 e4 0-0 11 0-0 dxe4 12 Qxe4 Nd7 13 Qc6 
Nfé 14 Bf4 Qd7! =, Timman—Andersson, Wijk aan Zee 1981. (B) Perhaps best 
is 7 Bf4 Be7 (7... d6 8 e3 Nd7 9 Bd3 +, Christiansen—-de Firmian, U.S. Chp. 
2002) 8 e3 0-0 9 Bd3 Bxd3 10 Qxd3 a5 (Gelfand—Portisch, Moscow 1990), 
when 11 e4 should give White a pull. 


(c) 7... Bg6?! 8 g3 Nc6 9 e3 a6 10 b4 bd 11 cxb5 axbd 12 Bb2 (12 Bxb5? Nxb4) 
12... Na7 13 h4 h6 14 d5! exd5 15 Bg2 c6 16 0-0 + (active pieces and king- 
side pressure), Kasparov—Andersson, Tilburg 1981. Kasparov went on to score 
a brilliant victory. 


(d) 11 Bg5 Qd7 12 Qd2 h6 13 Be3 Nc6 14 0-0 (Psakhis—de Firmian, Copenhagen 
2001), now 14... Ne7 is better than 14...e5 15 d5 + as played. 


(e) 12 Bg5 (Polugaevsky—Christiansen, Thessaloniki Ol. 1984) 12... Bf6 gives 
Black fair chances of equality. The game went instead 12 ...Qd7?! 13 Qd2 
Nc6 14 d5 =. 


(f) 5... Be7?! 6 d5! is the point of Petrosian’s 4 a3. White simply gets a spatial 
advantage, e.g. 6....d6 7 e4 c6 8 dxe6 fxe6 9 Ng5 Bc8 10 f4 0-0 11 Bd3 +, 
Petrosian—Keres, Zurich 1961. 
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(g) 6 d5 Bg7 7 e4 exd5 8 cxd5 0-0 (8 .. . Qe7!?) 9 Bd3 c6 10 d6 cS 11 0-0 Nc6 
12 h3 +, Xu-Jun—Zhang Zhong, Sanjin Cup 2004. 


(h) 6... Bg7 7 e4 0-0 8 Bgs hé 9 Bh4 g5 10 Bg3 Nh5d 11 0-0-0 d6 12 Be2 +, 
M. Gurevich—Chuchelov, Belgium 1993, 


(i) 7 exf3!? Bg7 8 Bg5 c5?! 9 d5 hé 10 Be3 +, Khalifman—Romanishin, Lucerne 
1997. Black should do better with 8... 0-0. 


(j) 11 Bxa8 Qxa8 12 0-0 Nxc4 13 Qe2 d5 allows Black good play for the exchange, 
Dokhoian-Shirov, USSR 1988. 


(k) 12 cxd5 exd5 13 0-0 c6!? (13... Qd7 14 Bd2 +) 14 Bd2 Nc4 15 Bb4Re8 16 b3 
Nd6 17 Qxc6 Nde4 18 Bh3 leaves Black insufficient compensation for the 
pawn, Akopian—Romanishin, Lucerne 1993. , 


(1) Alternatives give White no advantage: (A) 5 Nbd2 Bb7 6 Qc2 d5 7 cxd5 exd5 
8 g3 Bd6 9 Bg2 Nbd7 10 0-0 0-0 11 Nh4 Re8 =, Rohde—Miles, U.S. Chp. 1989. 
(B) 5 e3 d5 6 Nbd2 Be7 7 b4 0-0 8 Bb2 Nbd7 9 Qc2 c5 =, Kozul—Beliavsky, Por- 
toroZ 1997. (C) 5 Qb3 c5 6 d5 exd5 7 cxd5 d6 8 Nc3 Be7 =. 


(m) (A) 5... 05 6 d5 transposes into column 18. (B) 5... d5 6 cxd5 exd5 7 Nc3 c6 
8 g3 Bd6 9 Bg2 0-0 10 0-0 Nbd7 11 Re1 +, Petrosian—Korchnoi, match 1980. 


(n) 10... Bc5 11 Be2 0-0 12 Rd1 a5 13 0-0 Qe7 14 Bg5 +, Dreev—Tiviakov, War- 
saw 2005, 


(0) 12 g3 Bc5 13 Bxc5 bxc5 14 0-0-0 Nf6 15 f4 +, Khalifman—Nisipeanu, Las Vegas 
1999. 


(p) 8...d6 9 Be2 Be7 10 Be3 a6 11 0-0-0!? (11 0-0 leads to more typical hedge- 
hog positions) 11... Qc7 12 g4 Nfd7 13 f4 0-0 14 f5 +, Zu Chen—Zhang, Bei- 
jing 1997. 


(q) (A) 10 Bf4 0-0! 11 Nxc5 bxc5 12 Bd6 Nd4 13 Qd3 Re8 14 b4 e5 with counter- 
play for Black, Bosboom—Alekseev, Wijk aan Zee 2005. (B) 10 Bd3 d6 
11 0-0 0-0 =, Psakhis—Salov, USSR Chp. 1987. 


(r) 12 Nxd4 Bxd4 13 Bd3 Qb8 14 Bg3 Bed 15 0-0-0 0-0 16 Kb1 Rc8 =, Bologan— 
Zhang Zhong, Wijk aan Zee 2004. 


(s) 7 d5?! exd5 8 cxd5 Nxd5 9 Bg5 Be7 10 Nb5 0-0 11 Nd6 Ne3! 12 fxe3 Bxf3 
13 exf3 Bxg5 2, Dzhandzhava—Chernin, Lvov 1987. 


(t) 8 Bg5 Be7 9 e3 0-0 10 Be2 Qb6 11 0-0 Rd8 12 Rfd1 d6 13 Rabi Nbd7 14 b4 
cxb4 15 axb4 Rac8 16 Qa2 a6=, C. Hansen—Karpov, Biel 1992. 


(u) 8... d6 9 Rd1 Qb6 10 e3 Be7 11 Be2 0-0 12 0-0 Nbd7 13 Rd2 Rfd8 14 Rfd1 
gives White pressure in the center, Portisch—Gulko, Reykjavik 1991. The col- 
umn is Bareev—Beliavsky, Linares 1993. 


(v) 5... exd5?! 6 cxd5 g6 7 e4! Nxe4 8 Bd3 Nf6 9 0-0 Bg7 10 Rel t Kf8 11 d6 Bb7 
12 Nc3 with excellent play for the pawn, Benjamin—de Firmian, U.S. Chp. 
1986. 


(w) Adventurous players may wish to try 6 Nc3!? Bxc4 7 e4 Bxf1 8 Rxf1 with an 
initiative for the pawn, Plaskett—M. Turner, Nottingham 1998. 
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(x) 6...Qe7?! 7 Nc3 Bxc4 8 Bg5 exd5 9 e4! h6 10 Bxf6 Qxf6 11 exd5 Bxf1 
12 Kxf1 d6 13 Re1t Be7 14 Qa4t Ki8 15 Qg4 Na6 17 Qd7 +, Miles—Kudrin, 
London 1982. 


(y) 7... Bb7 8 e4 Qe7 9 Bd3 Nxd5 10 0-0 Nc7 11 Nc3 Qd8 12 Rel Be7 13 e5 hé 
14 Ne4 with a strong attack for the pawn, Short—Palmer, Kilkenney 1993. 


(z) 12 Re1 Nbd7 13 h3 b5 14 Bf4 (14 e4 Qc8 15 Bf4 b4 =, Gelfand—Kasparov, Nov- 
gorod 1997) 14... Qb6 15 e4 Rac8 16 Be3 Bb7 17 Nd2 +, Chernin—Z. Almasi. 
Lillafured 1999. 
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QUEEN’S INDIAN DEFENSE. 


4 g3 Main Line 
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nf3 b6 4 g3 Bb7 5 Bg2 Be7 6 0-0 0-0 
19 20 21 22 23 24 
7 NG3 sip Sisic bev teasans Cowiniereuye cad ovamevss bvealvaey eu eae leven’ d5(r) 
NG@4:deebsshesoctSeter dh deccselovetediidepetedeterai ds eee d5 exd5 
8 Bd 2 vie ssecen sigs ices ute sciatiasevaee bettas Qce2(k) Ne5 Nh4 
BiG se scssieeivet aceeens eee i) Nxc3 Na6(o) c6 
9 Re1(a) d5(h) Qxc3 cxd5(p) cxd5 
CB iesints .+.s-Nxd2(e) Bfé c5(1} exd5 Nxd5(s) 
10 5 Qxd2 Re1(i) Rdi(m)  Qa4 NES 
exd5 d6 Na6é d6 Qes Nc7 
11 exd5 d5 a3 b3 Qxe8 e4 
Nxd2(b) ~—e5 Nac5 Bf6 Rfxe8 d5 
12 Nxd2 e4(f) b4 Bb2 Bg5 Nc3(t) 
dé a5 Nxc3 Qc7 Ne4 Nba6 
13 Nde4(c) h4 Bxc3 Qc2 Bxe7 Bfa 


Be5!(d) Nd7(g) Ne4(j) Nd7(n) Rxe7(q) Bfé(u) 


(a) 9 Qc2 Nxd2 10 Qxd2 d6 11 e4 Nd7 12 d5 Qe7 13 Rfe1 Bxc3 14 Qxc3 @5 =, 
Petrosian—Karpov, Milan 1975. 

(b) 11... Nxe3?! 12 Bxe3 d6 13 Nd2 Nd7 14 Ne4 (Lalié ) leaves White with the 
initiative. : 

(c) 13 Nc4 Ba6 14 Qb3 Bxc4 15 Qxc4 Nd7 16 e3 a6 17 a4 Qe7 with counterplay, 
Vyzmanavin-Khalifman, USSR 1990. 


(d) Better than the passive retreat 13... Be7 14 f4 Nd7 15 g4 a6 16 a4 with a big 
advantage in space, Karpov—Salov, Linares 1993. After 13...Be5 14 f4 
(14 Qd2 Ba6 15 Rfel g6 =) 14... Bd4t 15 Kh1 Ba6 16 Rf3 Re8 17 a4 Qe7 is 
equal, Leitao-Milos, Brazil 2006. 


(e) 9...d6 10 d5! Nxd2 (10... Nxc3 11 Bxe3 Bxc3 12 Rxc3 +) 11 Nxd2 Kh8 
12 Nde4 Bxc3 13 Rxc3 Nd7 14 f4 +, Ftacnik—Karpov, Dubai 1986. 


(f) 12 b4 a5 13 a3 Nd7 14 e4 g6 15 h4 Ba6 16 Nb5 h5 17 Re2, draw agreed, 
Kasparov-Salov, Skellefted 1989. 


(g) 14 Bh3 Ncd 15 Rfd1 Bc8 =, Wojtkiewicz—Benjamin, Foxwoods 2002. 


(h) 9 Qce2 Bf6 10 Rad1 Na6 11 Ne5 Nxc3 12 Bxc3 Bxg2 13 Kxg2 +, Ivanchuk- 
Timman, Wijk aan Zee 2001. 


(i) 10 Qc2?! Bxc3 11 Bxc3 exd5 12 cxd5 Bxd5 13 Rad1 c6 +, Hubner—Tiviakov, 
Venlo 2000. 


() 14 Bxf6 Qxf6 15 Qd4! Ng5 16 Qxf6 Nxf3t 17 Bxf3 Rxf6 18 Rfd1 with an 
endgame edge, Ftacnik—Prandstetter, Warsaw 1987, 


(k) 8 Nxe4 Bxe4 9 Nel Bxg2 10 Nxg2 d5 11 Qa4 Qd7 12 Qxd7 Nxd7 = has been 
the route to many a “grandmaster draw.” Black can play 10. ., f5 witha small 
disadvantage if he wants to avoid this sterile continuation. 


(1) A good alternative is 9... f5 10 b3 Bf6 11 Bb2 d6 12 QdzZ Nd7 13 Ne1 Bxg2 
14 Nxg2 Bg5 15 Qc2 Nfé 16 d5 Qd7 =, Andersson—Ehlvest, Clermont Ferrand 
1989, 


(m) (A) 10 b3 Bf6 11 Bb2 cxd4 12 Nxd4 Bxg2 13 Kxg2 Nc6 14 Qe3 Qc8 =, Az- 
maiparashvili-Timman, Pula 1997, (B) 10 dxc5 bxc5 11 Rd1 d6 12 b3 Nc6é 
13 Bb2 Bf6 =, Najdorf—Gheorghiu, Buenos Aires 1970. 


(n) 14 e4 Rac8 15 Qe2 Rfd8 16 Rd2 cxd4 17 Bxd4 Bxd4 18 Nxd4 a6 with just 
a minimal edge to White in a hedgehog-like position, Grivas—Z. Almasi, 
Moscow Ol. 1994. 


(o) Black has serious troubles after 8... Nbd7 9 cxd5 exd5 10 Qa4! Nxe5 11 dxe5 
Ne8 12 Nxd5! Bxd5 13 Rd1 c6 14 e4 +, Najdorf—Wexler, Buenos Aires 1965. 


(p) 9 Bg5 c5 10 e3 Ne4 11 Bxe7 Qxe7 12 cxd5 exd5 13 Qa4 Nc7 =, Browne— 
_ Spassky, Tilburg 1978. 


(q) 14 3 Rd8 15 Nd3 c5 16 dxc5 bxc5 17 Rfd1 with an endgame edge, Karkanaque— 
Dervishi, Yerevan 2000. 


(r) Other moves give Black few problems: (A) 7 Qc2 c5 8 dxc5 bxc5 9 Nc3 dé 
10 Rd1 Qb6 11 b3 Nc6 =, Griinfeld—Eliskases, Vienna 1935. (B) 7 b3 d5 8 cxd5 
exd5 9 Bb2 Nbd7 10 Nc3 Re8 11 Re1 a6 12 Re2 Bd6 =, Lisenko—Adams, Dublin 
1991. (C) 7 Re1 d5 8 cxd5 exd5 9 Nc3 c5 10 Bf4 Nbd7 11 Rc1 Ne4 =, Ivanchuk— 
van Wely, Monaco (blindfold) 1998. 


(s) 9... exd5 10 Nc3 Na6 11 Nf5 Nc7 12 Bf4 dé 13 Re1 Re8 14 Rc1 Bf8 15 Ne3 
Qd7 16 Nexd5 +, Lputian—Dzindzichashvili, Manila Int. 1990. 


(t) 12 Re1 d4 13 Nxd4 c5 14 Nf5 Nc6 15 Nc3 Nd4 =, Aronian—Ivanchuk, Linares 
2007. 


(u) 14 Nd6 Bc8 15 exd5 Bxc3 16 bxc3 Nxd5 17 Bxd5 exd5 18 Qxd5 Be6 =, 
Yusupov—Beliavsky, Munich 1990. 
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QUEEN’S INDIAN DEFENSE 


4 g3 Bb7 and 4 g3 Bb4t 
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 &6 3 Nf3 b6 4 g3 
25 26 27 28 29 30 
Baeas BD? i.sicetvindaaasetiesalenteeceis eadasietaiheda tastes Bb4t 
5 Bg2 1: re Nbd2 
BOF seis vas t0eae ccataas cues CO auiiciees Bb4t Bxd2t(o)} Bb7(s) 
6 Nc3 d5 Bd2(k) Qxd2 Bg2 
Ne4(a) exd5 Be7(l) Ba6 0-0 
7 Bd2 Nh4 Nc3 b3(p) 0-0 
Bl6 win cesccas f5(e) Na6!(h) 0-0 c6(q) d5(t) 
8 Qc2(b) d5 cxd5 0-0 Nc3 cxd5 
Nxd2 Bf6 d6 Na6 d5 exd5 
9 Qxd2 Qc2 0-0 Rc1(m) e4! Ne5 
d6 Qe7 g6 d6 Nxe4 Re&(u) 
10 d5 0-0 Nc3 Re1 Nxe4 Ndc4 
0-0 Na6 Bg7 c5 dxe4 c6! 
11 Nd4 Radi f4(i) e4 Ng5 Ne3 
Bxd4(c) Ndé(f) 0-0 cxd4 Nd7 Bd6 
12. Qxd4 dxe6 e4 Nxd4 Bg2 Nd3 
c5(d) dxe6(g) Re&8(j) Nc5(n) Nfé(r) g6(v) 


(a) 6... 0-07! 7 Qc2 c5 8 d5 exd5 9 Ng5 h6 10 Nxd5 Bxd5 11 Bxd5 Nc6 
12 Bxc6 +, H. Olafsson—Stefansson, Icelandic Chp. 1993. 


(b) 8 Rc1 Bxd4! 9 Nxd4 Nxc3 10 Bxb7 Nxd1 11 Rxd1 c6 12 Bf4 0-0 13 Bd6 Re8& 
14 Bxa8 Qc8 15 b4 Na6 16 b5 Qxa8 17 bxa6 c5 18 Nf3 Qe4 ¥, Karpov—Salov, 
Rotterdam 1989. 


(c) 11.:.e5 12 Nc6 Qd7 13 Nxb8 Rfxb8 14 h4 a5?! 15 a4 Rf8 16 e4 h5 
17 0-0-0! +, Karpov—Yusupov, Tilburg 1993. 


(d) 13 Qd2 Nd7 14 0-0 e5 15 £4 Qe7 =, Izoria—Fedorchuk, Dubai 2006. 


(e) 7...0-0 8 d5 f5 9 Qc2 exd5 10 Nxd5 Nc6 11 0-0 a5 12 Radi Bf6 13 Be3 
Nb4 =, Gelfand—Tiviakov, Wijk aan Zee 2006. ; 


(f) 11... Nb4?! 12 Qb3 a5 13 Nb5 0-0 14 Nxc7 Rac8 15 a3! Rxc7 16 axb4 Nxd2 
17 Nxd2 Qxb4 18 Qxb4 axb4 19 d6! Bxg2 20 dxc7 Bxf1 21 Nxf1 Bxb2 22 Rxd7 
Bf6 23 Rd6 +, Schneider—Cosma, Belgrade 1995. 


(g) 13 Qa4t Kf7 14 Be3 Nc5 15 Bxc5 bxc5 with chances for both sides, Petursson— 
Rozentalis, Malmé 1993. 


(hb) 7... g6 8 Nc3 Bg7 9 0-0 0-0 10 Bg5 hé 11 Bxf6 Qxf6 (11... Bxf6? 12 Nxg6!) 
12 Nxd5 +, Brynell—Bentsen, Bygger’n Masters 2005. 
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(i) 11 Qa4!?t Qd7 12 Qxd7+ Kxd7 13 e4 leaves Black a bit uncomfortable in the 
ending. 

(j) 13 Rel Nc7 14 a4 Rb8 with chances for both sides, Adianto-Campora, Buenos 
Aires 1997. 


(k) 6 Nbd2 transposes into column 30. 


(1) An interesting exchange sacrifice arises after 6... Bxd2t 7 Qxd2 0-0 8 Nc3 
Ne4 (8...d6 9 Qc2 and 10 e4 +) 9 Qd3 Nxc3 10 Ng5! Ne4 11 Bxe4 Bxe4 
12 Qxe4 Qxg5 13 Qxa8 Nc6 14 Qb7 Nxd4 15 Rd1 Qed 16 e3 Nc2t 17 Ke2 +, 
Novikov—Christiansen, Antwerp 1995. 


(m) 9 Ne5 Bxg2 10 Kxg2 c5 11 d5 exd5 12 cxd5 Qb8! 13 Nf3 b5 14 Bg5 dé =, 
P, Nikolié—Oll, Biel Int. 1993. 


(n) 13 Qe2 Rc8 14 Red1 Qc7 15 Ndb5 Qbs 16 Bf4 +, Vyzhmanavin—Scheider, 
Leningrad 1990, White has a pleasent hedgehog position. 


(0) 5... Be7 6 Nc3 c6 7 e4 d5 8 Bd3!? dxc4 9 Bxc4 0-0 10 Qe2 +, Epishin— 
Contreros, HB Global 2005. (B) 5... a5 6 Bg2 0-0 7 0-0 Ba6 8 Nad Ra7 has been 
reliable for Black in practice. 


(p) 7 Na3 0-0 8 Bg2 Bb7 9 0-0 dé 10 Radi Nbd7 =, Peletier—Carlsen, Biel 2006. 


(q) 7... Bb7 8 Bg2 c5 9 dxc5 bxc5 10 Nc3 0-0 11 0-0 Qe7 12 Rfd1 Rd8 13 Qdé =, 
Atalik—Oll, Nova Gorica 1999. 


(r) 13 Nxe4 Nxe4 14 Bxe4 Bb7 15 0-0 0-0 16 Qe3 Qf6 17 Rad1 +, Hijartarson— 
de Firmian, Akureyri 1994, 


(s) 5... Ba6é 6 Qc2 Bb7 7 Bg2 Be4 8 Qb3 Bxd2t 9 Bxd2 0-0 10 0-0 d6 11 Qa3 
Nbd7 12 Rac1 +, Romanishin—Timman, Taxco 1985. 


(t) Black is just a tad worse after 7... Bxd2 8 Bxd2 d6 9 Qc2 Nbd7 10 Rad1 a5, 
Ftacnik—Donaldson, Oregon 1991. 


(u) 9... Bd6 10 Ndc4! Re8 11 Bg5 Be7 12 Ne3 h6 13 Bxf6 Bxf6 14 f4 +, Gelfand— 
Georgadze, Uzhgorod 1987. 


(v) 13 b4, D. Gurevich—Khalifman, Moscow 1992; now 13...Nbd7 and ...a5 
gives Black equal chances. 


QUEEN’S INDIAN DEFENSE 


1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nf3 b6 4 g3 Ba6 


31 32 33 34 35 36 
5 BS es hekeieieed Pervewdesdiesgcwaactorbecastekoovareateaten Nbd2........ Qb3(q) 
Bb4t sesdeain dxceass eveuses Bb7.........: b5(j) c5(m) Nc6 
6 Ba 2 i ividsidiaedssivdeececs Bg2 cxb5 e4(n) Nbd2 
Be7(a) Bb4t Bxb5 cxd4 Nad 
7 — NGB.. eee Bg2 Bd2 Bg2 e5 Qa4 
0-0(b) c6(d) a5 Bb4t(k) Ng4 Bb7 
8 e4 Bc3 0-0 Bd2 h3 Bp2 
d5 d5 0-0 a5 Nh6 c5 
9 cxd5 Ne5(e) Qc2(g) 0-0 Bg2 dxc5 
Bxf1 Nfd7 Na6(h) 0-0 Nc6 bxc5 
10 = Kxfi1 Nxd7 Bg5 a3 0-0 0-0 
exd5 Nxd7. Be7 Be7 Be7 Qc7(r) 
11 e5 Nd2 Nc3 Nc3- Qa4(o) Rd1. 
Ne4 0-0 Nb4 Bc6 Bb7 Be7 
12 Kp2 0-0 Qb2 Qe2 Nxd4 Ng5 
Qd7{(c) Rc8(f) hé(i) d5(1) Qc7(p) Bxg2(s) 


(a) 6... Bxd2t+ 7 Qxd2 transposes into column 29. 


(b) 7...d5 8 cxd5 exd5 9 Bg2 0-0 10 0-0 c6 11 Ned Bb7 12 Rel +, Mamed- 
yarov—Gallego, Warsaw 2005. 


(c) 13 Qe2 Nxc3 14 Bxc3 c5 15 Rad1 Nc6 16 Rd2 Qe6 17 Rhdi Rfds8 18 Ne’ Rac8 
19 Nh3! +, Hjartarson—L.B. Hansen, Copenhagen 1997. 


(d) 7...d5 8 Ne5 Bb7 9 0-0 0-0 10 Nc3 Na6 11 cxd5 exd5 12 Rc1 h6 13 Bf4 +, 
Beliavsky—Psakhis, Novosibirsk 1993. 


(e) 9 Nbd2 Nbd7 10 0-0 0-0 11 Rel c5 12 e4 dxc4! 13 Nxc4 (13 bxc4 exd4 14 Nxd4 
Ne5! 15 Nxe6 fxe6 16 Bxe5 Bc5 with compensation for the pawn) 13... Bb7 
14 e5 Ne4 =, Votava—Naiditsch, Bundesliga 2005. 


(f) 13 e4 c5 14 exd5 exd5 15 dxc5 dxc4 16 c6 cxb3 17 Re1 b2 18 Bxb2 Nc5 19 Nb3 
Nd3 20 Re2 Rxb2 =, Topalov—Leko, Linares 2007. * 


(g) 9 Bc3 d5 10 cxd5 Bxd5 11 a3 Bd6 =, Novikov—Zhang Zhong, World Team Chp. 
2005. 


(hb) 9...c5 10 dxc5 Bxc5 11 Nc3 d5?! 12 cxd5 exd5 13 Rad1 Na6 14 Qb1 Re8 
15 Bg5 +, P. Nikolié—Korchnoi, Tilburg 1987. 


(i) 13 Bxf6 Bxf6 14 a3 Nc6 15 Qd2 d5 16 cxd5 exd5 17 e3 +, Anand—Karpov, 
Frankfurt 1998. 


(j) 5...d5 6 Bg2 dxc4 7 Ne5 Bb4t 8 Kf1! (8 Bd2 cxb3!) 8... Bd6 9 Nxc4 Nd5 
10 e4 Ne7 11 Bb2 Nbc6 12 Nbd2 e5 13 d5 +, Huzman—Kasparov, Tel Aviv 
1998, 


(k) (A) 7...d5 8 Nc3 Ba6 9 0-0 Nbd7 10 Bb2 c5 11 Rel Rc8 12 Na4 cxd4 
13 Nxd4 +, Akesson—Stocek, Antalya 2004. (B) 7... Bc6 8 0-0 Be7 9 Bg5 0-0 
10 Nc3 +. (C) 7 ...c5 8 0-0 Bc6 9 Ba3 Na6 10 Nbd2 Be7 11 Rel cxd4 12 Bxe7 
Qxe7 13 Nc4 0-0 14 Qxd4 &, van der Sterren—Timman, Dutch Chp. 1987. 


(1) 13 Ne5 Bb7 14 Na4 Nfd7 15 Nd3 +, Tkachiev—Nisipeanu, Match 2000. 


(m) Also good is 5... Bb7 6 Bg2 Be7 7 e4 (7 0-0 0-0 8 Qc2 d5 =) 7... Nxe4 8 Ne5 
Bb4 9 Qg4 0-0 10 Bxe4 f5 11 Bxb7 fxe4 12 Bxa8 c6 =, Ivanchuk—Timman, Am- 
sterdam 1994. White gains a slight plus, though, on 6... c5 7 e4 cxd4 8 0-0! 
dé 9 Nxd4 Qd7 10 a4 Be7 11 a5 +, Yermolinsky—A. Ivanov, U.S. Chp. 1997. 


(n) 6 Bg2 Nc6! 7 dxc5 (7 Ne5 Nxd4 8 Bxa8 Qxa8 =) 7... bxc5 8 0-0 Bb7 =, 
Hellsten—Hjartarson, Bermuda 1997. 


(o) 11 a3 Nf5 12 b4 Bb7 13 g4 Nh4 14 Nxh4 Bxh4 15 Ne4 Be7 16 Bf4!? Rc8 17 Qd3 
Qc7?! (17... h5!?) 18 Qg3 with a nice bind for the pawn, Schneider—Handke, 
Paris 2001. 


(p) 13 Nb5 Qb8 14 Ne4 Nfs 15 Bf4 Nxe5 16 Rad1 f6 17 g4 a6 with chances for both 
sides, Grivas—Kalesis, Karditsa 1994. 


(q) 5 Qa4 Bb7 6 Bg2 c5 7 dxc5 Bxcd 8 0-0 Be7 9 Nc3 Na6 10 Bf4 0-0 11 Rfd1 Ncd 
12 Qc2 Qc8 13 Raci Nce4 =, Piket—Karpov, match 1999. 


(r) 10... Be7 11 Ne5! Bxg2 12 Kxp2 0-0 13 Ndf3 d6 14 Bd2 dxe5 15 Bxa5 +, 
Soriz—Z. Almasi, Buenos Aires 1996, 


(s) 13 Kxg2 Rb8 14 Qc2 Qb7t =, Khalifman—Adams, Halkidiki 2002. 


QUEEN’S INDIAN DEFENSE 
Fourth-Move Alternatives for White 


1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nf b6 
37 38 39 40 41 42 
4 OS wi edeit nies Woes Paetaveye saeeaa dank ag es N63 iisieddecapiedadeeeetians Bf4. 
BDZ sidistactinccaiaaviovsae: c5 Bb7(1) Bb7 
5 Bd3 Nc3(i) Bgb5 e3 
Be7 ..cccceee d5(e) dé(j) hG6véisceeseeds Be7 Be7(r) 
6 Nc3(a) 0-0 Be2 Bh4 Qc2(p) h3 
d5 Bd6 a6 Be7(m) d5 c5 
7 0-0 Nc3 0-0 e3 Bxf6 Nc3 
0-0 0-0 Nbd7 Ne4 Bxf6 cxd4 
8  b3(b) Qe2(f) Rel Bxe7(n) —cxd5 Nxd4 
c5(c) Nbd7(g) Be7 Qxe7 exd5 0-0 
9 Bb2 e4 Bf1 Nxe4 g3 Ndb5 
Nc6 dxe4 0-0 Bxe4 0-0 Ne8& 
10 #8 Rel Nxe4 d5 Be2 Bg2 Nd6é 
cxd4 Nxe4 e5 0-0 c5 Nxd6 
11 exd4 Bxe4 Nd2 0-0 Rdi Bxd6 
Rc8(d) Bxe4(h) Ne&(k) d6é(o) Nc6(q) Na6 = 


(a) 6 0-0 0-0 7 b3 d5 8 Nbd2 c5 9 Bb2 Nc6 10 Rcl Rc8 11 Qe2 cxd4 12 exd4 Re8 
13 Rfd1 Bf8 14 h3 g6 =, Eingorn—Lutz, Ostend 1992. 


(b) 8 Qe2 cS 9 dxc5 bxc5 = 10 e4?7! d4 11 Nb1 Nbd7 12 e5 Bxf3 13 gxf3 Ne8 =, 
Osterdam—Karpov, Ljubjana 1975. 


(c) Also reasonable is 8...a6 9 Bb2 Nbd7 10 Qe2 Ne4 11 Rfdi Bb4 12 Raci 
Qe7 =, Ibragimov—Chernin, France 1993. 


(d) 12 Rel Re8 13 cxd5 Nxd5 14 Nxd5 Qxd5 15 Be4 Qh5! (15... Qd7? 16 Rxc6! 
and 17 Ne5 +) 16 Ne5 Qxd1 17 Rexd1 Nxe5 18 Bxb7 Rxc1 19 Bxci Rd8 =, 
Petrosian—Peters, Lone Pine 1978. 


(e) 5... Bb4t 6 Nbd2 0-0 7 0-0 c5 8 a3 Bxd2 9 Bxd2 Ne4 10 Bel d6 11 b4 Nbd7 
is roughly equal, Dreev—Izeta, Spain 1992. 


(f) 8 b3 Nbd7 9 Bb2 a6 10 Rc1 Qe7 11 Na4 dxc4 12 bxc4 c5 13 Ne5 Rab8 14 Qe2 
Rfd8 =, Hjartarson—Gulko, Philadelphia 1997. 


(g) A good alternative is 8... Ne4, which stops the central break. 


(h) 12 Qxe4 c5 13 Rd1 Nf6 14 Qe2 Qc7 15 Bg5 Be7 16 Rd3 Rfd8 =, Giorgadze— 
Smirnov, Saint Vincint 2005. 


(i) 5 Bd3 d6 6 0-0 Nbd7 7 b3 Be7 8 Bb2 0-0 9 Nc3 g6 10 Qe2 a6 11 Radi Bb7 =, 
Ivkov—Romanishin, Moscow 1985. 
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(j) (A) 5... Bb7 6 d5 d6 7 e4 Be7 8 g3 exd5 9 exd5 00 10 Be2 a6 11 a4 Bc8 
12 0-0 +, Balashov—Borisenko, Novgorod 1995, (B) 5 ...cxd4 6 exd4 Bb7 7 
Bd3 d5 8 cxd5 Nxd5 9 Ned! with threats, Kallai—Pinter, Hungary 1995, 


(k) 12 f4 f5 13 g3 g6 14 Nf3 Bf6 =, Alburt—-Ermenkov, New York 1980. 


(1) 4...Bb4 now or on the next two moves transposes into the Nimzo-Indian 
Defense (4 Nf3 b6). 


(m) Equally good is 6... g5 7 Bg3 Nh5 8 e3 Nxg3 9 fxg3 (9 hxg3 Bg7 =) 9... Bg7 
10 Bd3 Nc6 11 0-0 Qe7 12 a3 0-0-0 13 Rc1 h5 =, Korchnoi—J. Polgar, Budapest 
2003. : 


(n) 8 Nxe4 Bxe4 9 Bg3 0-0 10 Nd2 Bb7 11 Bd3 c5 =, Uhlmann—Simagin 1965. 


(0) 12 Nd2 Bb7 13 Bf3 c5 14 Bxb7 Qxb7 15 Nf3 Nd7 =, Spassky—Salov, Linares 
1990. 


(p) 6 e3 c5 7 Bd3 0-0 8 0-0 cxd4 9 exd4 d5 10 Qe2 dxc4 11 Bxc4 Nc6 =, Kamsky— 
Korchnoi, Monaco 1994, 


(q) 12 dxc5 d4! with chances for both sides, Seirawan—Christiansen, Santa Mon- 
ica 1985, 


(r) 5... Bb4t 6 Nfd2 0-0 7 a3 Be7 8 Nc3 d5 9 cxd5 Nxd5 10 Nxd5 Bxd5 11 Rc1 
c5 12 dxc5 Bxc5 13 Bc4 Bb7 =, Miles—Hiibner, England vs, Germany 1979, The 
column is Djurié—Ornstein, Pamplona 1981, which presents no problems for 
Black. 
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BOGO-INDIAN DEFENSE 


1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nf3 Bh4t 


ae Hyer 
ie a a a 
oon ee 
Wn Ge “y, “Ys 


ao is 
Ze “Ok RAY 
Vi WIG OE 


HE BOGO-INDIAN DeFENsE is a simple, straightforward plan to develop 
the kingside and castle to safety. It is named after Efim Bo- 

goljubow, a world title contender from the 1930s. The check with 
the bishop either forces White’s knight to d2 or exchanges bishops to re- 
lieve worries of a cramped position. The plan does not cause any trouble 
for White—it is not a strategy based on counterplay. It is no wonder that 
this opening was used for decades by the ultra-safe Swedish champion, 
Ulf Andersson, whose goal was to avoid losing. Its more recent advocate, 
Micky Adams of England, has added some dynamic ideas on the Black 
side, though he, too, uses the defense to avoid losing. The risk of the open- 
ing is that White gets a spatial advantage with no cost, and that can be 
trouble depending on the circumstances. 

4 Bd2 (columns 1-6) puts the question to Black: whether to ex- 
change immediately or to protect the bishop. 4...Qe7 (columns 1-2) 
would allow White the extremely drawish exchanges of 5 Bxb4 Qxb4t 
6 Qd2 Qxd2t etc., though he/she usually tries for the advantage. 
Against White’s kingside fianchetto Black counters with a dark-square 
strategy in the center. The immediate exchange, 4... Bxd2t (column 
3), either follows a similar strategy or contests the center with... d5 
(note h). With 4... a5 (columns 4—5) Black again follows the strategy of 
placing pawns on dark squares (in anticipation of the dark-squared 
bishop exchange), but here he/she first directs attention to the queen- 
side. The odd-looking 4...c5 was popular in the 1980s but has since 
lost favor. 

With 4 Nbd2 (columns 7—12) White plans to gain the bishop pair. In 
column 7, Black avoids this by retreating the bishop, at the cost of less 
space. Columns 8—12 offer Black various strategies after exchanging the 
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bishop for the knight on d2. Columns 8 and 11 are Queen’s Indian—type 
plans with ...b6. Column 9 is the strategy of placing pawns on the cen- 
tral dark squares. Column 10 is a thrust in the center with . . . c5 and col- 
umn 12 athrust with... d5. 


BOGO-INDIAN DEFENSE 


1 d4 Nfé6 2 c4 e6 3 Nf3 Bb4t 4 Bd2 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
Bncaas QO7 iiiciises ediceieee vende Bxd2t....... BD ich sai aan seaceoagneders c5 
5 PB cadens osetia Nc3 Qxd2 g3(1) Bxb4(s) 
Nc6 0-0 0-0 OD isad ete 0-0(0) cxb4 
6 Bg2 g3(d) g3 Qc2 Bg2 Qd3\(t) 
Bxd2t d6 d6(h) Nc6 b6(p) d6(u) 
7 Nbxd2(a) Bg2 Bg2 Bg2(m) 0-0(q) e4 
d6 Bxc3 Nc6(i) dxc4 Ba6 0-0 
8 0-0 Bxc3 Nc3 Qxc4 Qc2 Nbd2 
a5(b) Ne4(e) e5 Qd5 c5 a5 
9 e4 Rci(f) d5(j) Qxd5 Rd1 Be2 
e5 Nc6 Ne7 exd5 Ra7 b6 
10 d5 0-0 0-0 Nc3 e4 0-0 
Nb8 Nxc3 Ne6 Bg4 cxd4 Bb7 
11 Ne1 Rxc3 Ne1 e3 Bxb4 Rfe1 
h5(c) e5(g) Neg4(k) 0-0(n) axb4(r) Nbd7(v) 


(a) 7 Qxd27! Ne4 8 Qc2 Qb4t 9 Nc3 Nxc3 10 Qxc3 Qxc3t =. 


(b) Black plays for a dark-square blockade with his king in the center. More nat- 
ural looking is 8... 0-0, but after 9 e4 e5 10 d5 Nb8 11 Nei a5 12 Nd3 Na6 
13 f4 White holds a slight edge, D, Gurevich—Benjaniin, U.S. Chp. 2000. 


(c) Black has good chances for equality: (A) 12 h3 h4 13 g4 Nbd7 14 Nd3 g5 15 b3 
Nf8 16 a3 Ng6 17 Re1 0-0 18 b4 Bd7 19 f3 b6 20 Qc2 c5 =, Piket~Shaked, 
Tilburg 1997. (B) 12 h4 Bg4 13 £3 Bd7 14 Qb3 b6 15 Qe3 Na6 =, Greet—Rowson, 
4NCL 2005. (C) 12 Nd3 h4 13 Rc1 b6 =. 


(d) 6 e3 Bxc3 7 Bxc3 Ne4 8 Rc1 Nxc3 9 Rxc3 d6 10 Be2 e5 11 0-0 Nd7 leaves 
White with more space, though Black has a fairly solid position. 


(e) Black exchanges on c3 and plays . . . Ne4 before White has castled, so that Be1 
is not possible. 


(f) Also 9 Qc2 f5 10 0-0 Nd7 11 Raci e5 12 b4 is slightly better for White. 


(g) 12 d5 Nb8 (12... Nd8 13 Nd2 +) 13 Nd2 a5?! (13...Nd7 1) 14 c5! Bd7 
15 Nc4 Bb5 16 Qb3 Bxc4 17 Qxb7! +, Razuvaev—Benjamin, Moscow 1987. 


(h) 6... d5 7 Bg2 Nbd7 8 0-0c6 9 Rc1 Qe7 10 Qe3 dxc4 (10... Rfe8 11 Nbd2 e5 
12 dxe5 +) 11 a4 Re8 12 Na3 e5 13 Nxc4 e4 14 Nfe5 Nxe5 15 dxe5 +, Bacrot— 
Andersson, Pamplona 1997/98. 


(i) 7... Nbd7 8 Nc3 e5 9 0-025 10 dxe5 dxe5 11 Rfd1 Re8 12 Ng5 Ra6 13 Nb5 +, 
Farago—Manca, Bolzano 1997. 
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(j) Also reasonable is 9 0-0 Bg4 10 e3 Qd7 11 Nd5 Ne4 12 Qd3 f5 13 Nh4 Ng5 
14 f4 +, van Wely—Porte, Vlissingen 2001. 


(k) 12 f3 Nh6 13 Nd3_.f5 14 f4 exf4 15 Nxf4 Nxf4 16 Rxf4 Bd7 17 e4 +, Skembris— 
Andersson, Bor 1997, 


(1) (A) 5 e3 b6 6 Bd3 Bb7 7 0-0 0-0 8 Nc3 d6 9 Qe2 Nbd7 10 a3 Bxc3 11 Bxc3 
Ne4 =, Lein—Christiansen, Lone Pine 1981. (B) 5 Nc3!? d6 6 Qc2 Nc6 7 a3 Bxc3 
8 Bxc3 0-0 9 e4 e5! 10 dxe5 dxe5 11 Nxe5 Nxe5 12 Bxe5 Re8 13 Rd1 Qe7 
14 Bxf6 gxf6! 15 Be2 f5=, Ziiger-Andersson, Prague 1996. 


(m) 7 a3 Be7 (7... Bxd2+ 8 Nbxd2 dxc4 9 Qxc4 0-0 10 Rc1 +) 8 Bg20-0(8...Bd7 
90-0 a4 10 cxd5 +, Sakaev—Taimanov, St. Petersburg 2001) 9 0-0 Bd7 10 Bf4 
dxc4 11 Qxc4 Nd5 12 Nc3 Nxf4 13 pgxf4 +, Sakaev—Taimanov, St Petersburg 
1995, 


(n) 12 a3 Bxc3 13 Bxc3 Bxf3 14 Bxf3 Ne4 is almost equal, David—Aleksandrov, 
Plovdiv 2003. 


(0) 5...d66 Bg2 Nbd7 7 0-0 e5 8 Bg5 exd4 9 Nxd4 h6 10 Bf4 0-0 11 a3 Bc5 12 b3 
Ned 13 Nc3 Ng6 14 Bc1 c6 15 Bb2 Re8 16 Rc1 is good for White, Flear—Wilder, 
London 1987. 


(p) 6... d5 7 Bxb4 axb4 8 Nbd2 b6 9 0-0 c5 10 Qc2 Nbd7 11 Rfd1 Bb7 12 cxd5 
exd5 13 dxc5 bxc5 14 e4! dxe4 15 Ng5 Qe7 16 Ngxe4 gives White the better 
pawn structure, Nedobora—Guimaraes, Adimar 1995. 


(q) 7 Ne5 Ra7 8 0-0 Bb7 9 Bxb7 Rxb7 10 Bf4 Be7 11 Qa4 c5 =, Mikhalevski— 
Tbragimov, Montreal 2006. 


(r) 12 e5 Ne8 13 Rxd4 Nc6 = 14 Rh4?! h6 15 Nbd2 d6 16 exd6 Nxd6 17 Nd4 Ne7 
and White’s rook on h4 is misplaced, Yusupov—Lobron, Germany 1991. 


(s) (A) 5 dxc5 Bxc5 6 e3 0-0 7 Nc3 b6 8 Be2 Bb7 9 0-0 Be7 10 a3 d6 11 Qc2 Nbd7 
12 Rfci a6 =, Scherrer—Lehtivara, Switzerland 1992. (B) 5 a3 Bxd2t 6 Qxd2 
cxd4 7 Nxd4 0-0 8 Nc3 d5 9 e3 e5 10 Nf3 e4 11 Nd4 dxc4 12 Bxc4 +, Miles— 
Korchnoi, Biel 1992. 


(t) Or 6 g3 0-0 7 Bg2 Ncé6 8 0-0 d6 9 Nbd2 Qb6 10 e3 Bd7 11 h3 Rac8 12 g4 h6 
13 Qe2 a5 14 Rfc1 +, Piket—I. Sokolov, Antwerp 1997. 


(u) 6...d5?! 7 Nbd2 allows White control of too many squares. A timely ex- 
change on d5 will upset Black’s pawn structure. 


(v) 12 Bd1 e5 13 Nf1 Qc7 14 Ba4 +, Epishin—Prasanna, Sitges 2006. 


BOGO-INDIAN DEFENSE 


1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 e6 3 Nf3 Bb4t 4 Nbd2 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
Beek OO wie Feisceitate sien setieatiee dG wu. caseuee CDi i tates eae’ DGeieveasivcss d5 
5 a3 a3(h) a3 a3 Qa4t(r) 
Be@7 isc 200203. Bxd2t Bxd2t Bxd2t Bxd2t Nc6 — 
6 ~~ ba) Qxd2(e) Qxd2(i) Qxd2 Bxd2(o) a3(s) 
d5 b6(f) Nbd7 cxd4 Bb7 Bxd2t(t) 
7 Qc2 e3 e3 Qxd4(l) Bg5 Bxd2 
Nbd7(b) Bb7 e5 Nc6 h6 Ne4 
8 c5 Be2 dxe5 Qd6(m) Bh4 Rd1 
c6 d6 dxe5 Ne4 d6 0-0 
9 e3 b4 b4 Qd3 e3 e3 
Qc7 a5 e4(j) d5 Nbd7 Bd7 
10 Bb2 Bb2 .Nd4 e3 Qc2(p) Qc2 
b6 Ne4 Ne5 0-0 Qe7 a5 
11 Bd3 Qc2 Bb2 Qc2 Rd1 Bd3 
bxc5(c) axb4 0-0 Qabdt p5 5 
12 bxc5 axb4 Be2 Nd2 Bg3 0-0 
a5(d) Rxa1(g) Qe7(k) Rd8(n) h5(q) Be&(u) 


(a) White has a serious alternative in 6 e4. Now 6...d6 7 Bd3 Nbd7 8 b4 e5 
9 Bb2 is simply better for White. 6...d5 7 Qc2 dxe4 8 Nxe4 Nc6 9 Be3 Np4 
10 Bd3 f5 11 Nc3 Bf6 12 0-0-0 g6 13 h3 Nxe3 14 fxe3 Bg7 15 Kb1 Rb8 16 h4 =, 
Bologan—Jakovenko, Poikovsky 2007. 


(b) 7... a5 8 b5 dxc4 9 e4.c5 10 Bb2 b6 11 Bxc4 +. 


(c) Black may be able to equalize with Krasenkow’s suggestion of 11... a5 12 0- 
0 Ba6. 


(d) 13 0-0 Ba6 14 Bxa6 Rxa6 15 a4 with a small advantage for White, Krasenkow— 
Wahls, Germany 1998. 


(e) 6 Bxd2 b6 7 Bg5 Bb7 8 e3 d6 9 Be2 Nbd7 10 0-0 Qe8 11 Nd2 Ne4 12 Nxe4 Bxe4 
13 £3 leaves White with a slight spatial advantage, P. Cramling—Tempone, 
Buenos Aires 1994. Black could improve slightly by 10... Re8 with the plan 
of...h6,...Nf8, and... Ng6. 


(f) Black could try 6 ...d6 7 b4a5 8 Bb2 axb4 9 axb4 Rxa1t 10 Bxa1 b5! 11 cxb5 
Bd7 12 e3 Qe8 13 Qd3 c6 14 bxc6 Nxc6 with enough play for the pawn, 
Bilobrk—Kurajica, Croation League 2004. 


(g) 13 Bxal Nd7 14 0-0 Ng5 15 Nd2 fs 16 f3, with only a minor edge for White, 
Siegel—Horvath, Germany 1995. 
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(h) 5 g3 0-0 6 Bg2 Qe7 7 0-0 Bxd2 (8 Nb3 would have been next) 8 Qxd2 e5 9 b3 
Re8 10 dxe5 dxe5 11 Bb2 Nc6 12 Rad1 h6 =, Browne-Goldin, Los Angeles 
1991, 


(i) White gets nowhere with 6 Bxd2 Nbd7 7 Bg5 hé 8 Bh4 Nfé and... Ng6 = 
(j) After 9... 0-0 10 Bb2 Qe7 11 0-0-0 White's bishop pair give him the advantage. 


(k) 13 Qc3 Re8 14 0-0-0 Bg4 15 £3 exf3 16 gxf3 Bh5 17 Rhgi Bg6 18 £4! puts Black 
in difficulties (analysis by Walter Browne). 


(1) Also 7 Nxd4 d5 8 e3 0-0 9 b3 b6é 10 Bb2 Bb7 11 £3 may give White some edge, 
M. Gurevich—van der Sterren, Holland 2003. 


(m) 8 Qh4 0-0 9 Bg5?! Qa5t 10 Bd2 Qf5 11 63 Qc2! +, Prie—Korchnoi, Mewdon 
1984. 


(n) 13 Rb1 Ne5 14 b4 Qc7 15 Nxe4 dxe4 16 Qxe4 f5 17 Qc2 b5 18 c5 Bb7 19 £3 
with only a small pull for White as Black has active pieces, M. Gurevich- 
Miezis, Vlissengen 1997. 


(0) 6 Qxd2?! Bb7 7 g3 d5 8 cxd5 Bxd5 9 Bg2 a5 10 0-0 0-0 11 Qc3 Nc6 12 Bg5 hé 
13 Bxf6 Qxf6 14 Re1 Be4 =, Seirawan—Granda Zuniga, Amsterdam 1995, 


(p) 10 Bd3 g5 11 Bg3 h5 12 h4 g4 13 Ngd Bxg2 14 Rel Bb7 +, Kadzioka—Socko, 
Polish Chp. 2007. 


(q) 13 h4 Ne4 14 Nxg5 Nxg3 15 fxg3 0-0-0 16 Qf2 f6 17 Nh3 +,-Moiseenko—Zel- 
cic, Kusadasi 2006. 


(r) (A) 5 a3 Be7 6 Qc2 Nbd7 7 e3 0-0 8 b4 a5 9 Rb1 axb4 10 axb4 b6 11 Bd3 c5 
12 dxc5 bxc5 13 b5 Bb7 14 0-0 Bd6 15 Bb2 hé is roughly equal, I. Sokolov— 
Hratek, Oarnu 1996. (B) 5 Qc2 0-0 6 a3 Be7 7 g3 a5 8 Bg2 Nc6 9 0-0 dxc4 
10 Qxc4 a4 11 Rd1 Bd7 12 Qd3 h6 13 Nc4 +, Grivas—Angelis, Katerina 1993, 
but Black’s play is suspect. (C) 5 e3 0-06 a3 Be7 7 Bd3 c5 8 dxc5 a5 9 b3 Nbd7 
10 Bb2 Nxc5 11 Bc2 b6 12 0-0 Ba6 13 Ned =, P. Cramling—C. Hansen, Malmé 
1996, 


(s) 6 Ne5?! Bd7 7 Nxc6 Bxd2t 8 Bxd2 Bxc6 9 Qc2 dxc4 10 Qxc4 Ne4 11 Be3 Nd6 
and Black has good play on the light squares, Korchnoi—Kalesis, Arno Liosia 
1995. 


(t) 6... Be7 7 Qc2 0-0 8 e3 a5 9 b3 Nb8 10 Bb2 c6 11 Bd3 Nbd7 12 0-0b6 13 cxd5 
cxd5 14 Ne5 Bb7 15 Nc6é +, Karpov—Adams, Roquebrune 1992. 


(u) 13 Ne1 Bg6 14 £3 Nxd2 15 Rxd2 Ne7 16 Qc3 with a small edge to White, 
Prohaszka-llinic, Budapest 2006. 


587 


KING’S INDIAN DEFENSE 


1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 g6 
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F SOMEONE HAD PLAYED THE KING’S INDIAN DEFENSE in the nineteenth cen- 
tury, he/she would have been classed as an ignorant beginner who 

didn’t know how important the center of the board is. The opening 
only came into existence during the “hypermodern” era of the 1920s. It 
came quickly into prominence when in the 1940s Bronstein, Boleslavsky, 
and Reshevsky scored brilliant victories with it. Thirty years later the 
King’s Indian was the absolute height of fashion when Bobby Fischer be- 
came World Champion. It was his main defense to the queen pawn and 
the opening seemed to be active, sound, and reliable. Later Kasparov 
would pick up the torch and continue the cause of the Black pieces. 

The pendulum has swung back in the last decades as players of the 
White side have stopped some counterplay and found ways to punish 
Black’s lack of space. Kramnik has particularly caused suffering to the 
Black-side players from the 1990s to the present. On the White side one 
also must definitely mention Korchnoi, who has continued to find new 
strategies at the top level for more than fifty years. Nonetheless, today the 
King’s Indian attracts many aggressive young grandmasters (as eighty 
years ago) who keep it in the forefront of modern chess opening theory. 

Black cedes the center in the first few moves, preparing to attack it 
once his/her forces are partially mobilized. The most usual break in the 
center is the pawn thrust ... e5, although ... c5 is not infrequent. When 
White responds to .. . e5 with d5, the locked center may give rise to pawn 
storms on opposite sides of the board, the winner being the first to suc- 
cessfully break through with an attack. Pawn and even piece sacrifices in 
the interest of the initiative are commonplace to the point of becoming es- 
tablished theory. 

The wild play of blocked centers may encourage White in two other 
directions. He/she can just maintain the pawn on d4, leaving the choice 
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with Black to cede the higher center to White with . . . exd4 or further con- 
tinue the tension. Tactics here can also explode at any moment. White can 
also exchange on e5, leading to relatively stable play. 
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The Classical Variation, 3 Nc3 Bg7 4 e4 d6 5 Nf3 0-0 6 Be2 (cols. 
1-42, see above diagram), has managed through the waxing and waning of 
its viability to accumulate a massive pedigree, culminating in its current 
feverish popularity. The main line, 6...e5 7 0-0 Nc6 8 d5 Ne7 9 Ne1 
(cols. 1-6), still leads combatants to move 25 and beyond before novelties 
are sprung. The zenith of fashion for the last decade is the Bayonet Attack, 
9 b4, when Kramnik’s taciturn answer to 9... Nh5, 10 Re1 (cols, 7~9), 
continues to give Black trouble, while the older 10 g3 (cols. 10-14), 10 c5 
(cols. 15-16), and 10 Nd2 (column 17) deserve attention as well. 9 Bd2 
(cols. 19-21), a sort of waiting developing move, survived Taimanov’s 0-3 
score with it against Fischer in 1971 and is still seen, while 9 Nd2 (cols. 
22-24), the new main line of the 80s and early 90s, just isn’t seen much 
anymore. 9 Bg5 (cols. 25-26) intends a coherent plan, development while 
diluting Black’s attacking pieces; 9 Kh1 (column 27) was a typical Larsen 
theory sidestep without much bite. 

And finally for the Main Line with 7 ...Nc6, trying to avoid the 
blocked center for at least a while with 8 Be3 may have caused Fischer re- 
peated headaches in the 1960s but it just hasn’t been a problem of late. 

Black may well choose alternatives at move 7; 7...Nbd7 (cols. 
31-32) is a solid line, with plenty of sharp variations of its own, but White 
frequently retains a spatial edge. 7 . .. Na6 (cols. 33—34) tries to put an es- 
oteric spin on the position, perhaps at the cost of total soundness. And 
7...exd4, while encouraging some wild skirmishes in the center, risks 
serious compromise. 

White’s earlier alternatives to castling are worth attention. 7 d5 (cols. 
37-38) is the Petrosian System, which forces Black to maneuver before 
kingside play can be begun. Kramnik helped its cause with a brilliant win 
against Kasparov, though the opening was not convincing. 7 dxe5 (cols. 
39-41) is the aforementioned quiet exchange line. Even without queens or 
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pawn tension the play can get exciting, but endgame features are likely. 
And finally for the Classical, certain players of Black prefer 6 . . . Bg4 (col- 
umn 42), keeping central options open. 
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The Saémisch Variation (cols. 43-48, see above diagram), 5 f3, rejects 
immediate development in favor of securing posts for both queen bishop 
and king knight without harassment by .. . B/Ng4, plus the possibility of 
a quick kingside attack with g2-g4. But Black has a wealth of plausible re- 
sponses that stretch the credibility of White’s premise. The most compli- 
cated reply is the Panno line 5... 0-0 6 Be3 Nc6 (cols, 43-44), when the 
thicket of possibilities increases for both sides. Alas, we can only scratch 
the possibilities here. Black can as usual play 6... e5 (column 45), when 
recent games seem to prefer 7 Nge2 keeping the tension. And the various 
moves 6...c5 (column 46), 6...a6 (column 47), 6...Nbd7, and 
6... b6 all avoid the usual King’s Indian plan . . . e5 in an attempt to em- 
barrass White. 6...c6 (column 48), the Byrne Variation, shows a less 
common but mostly successful plan,...a6 and... b5. 
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The Four Pawns’ Attack 5 f4 0-0 6 Nf3 (cols. 49-54, see above dia- 
gram) is the grandiose response to the King’s Indian’s central disregard. 
Black’s traditional reply was for years 6 ...c5, when White chooses be- 
tween a Benoni-like 7 d5 (column 49) with sharp play, or more restrained 
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attempts at a bind with 7 dxc5 (column 50) or 7 Be2 (cols. 51-52). Free 
thinking produced 7 ... Na6 (column 53) to get... e5 in after all; this is 
more in line with the spirit of the King’s Indian. 

White’s other fifth moves are covered in columns 55-60. 5 h3 (cols. 
55-56) takes a moment to stop Black from harassing via g4 again, but 
keeps open Nf3. After 5... 0-0 White has various choices (6 Nf3 column 
55, 6 Be3 note d, 6 Bg5 column 56), when Black also has the frequent 
choice between King’s Indian and Benoni structures. The Averbakh, 5 Be2 
0-0 6 Bg5 (cols, 57-58), is no longer popular with the top players. While it 
pressures Black for a while in the old 6...c5 lines, equality is the even- 
tual result; plus, the recent 6... Na6 idea again might let Black play a la 
King’s Indian with... e5. The lines 5 Bd3 0-0 6 Nge2 (column 59) and 5 
Nge2 0-0 6 Ng3 (column 60) both have their adherents among the avoiders 
of main lines, but solutions for Black have been found. 
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The Fianchetto System, 3 g3 Bg7 4 Bg2 0-0 5 Nc3 d6 6 Nf3 (cols. 
61-78, see above diagram), is a more positional approach to the center. 
White also postpones central expansion until he has completed his king- 
side development. Black’s classical approach, 6... Nbd7. 7 0-0 5 (cols. 
61-66), heads for pressure on d4 while sidestepping a knight attack with 
d5. White typically continues 8 e4 c6 9 h3 to hold the center, when the 
most usual result is the eventual exchange .. . e5xd4 Nxd4, It would seem 
that the pawn at d6 is then weak, but just as often the e4 pawn comes 
under fire. White can try to avoid creating a target with 8 Qc2 Re8 9 Rd1, 
but must be prepared to handle 9... e4!? 10 Ng5 e3!? with complications. 

Black’s main alternative is the complex of variations beginning with 
6...Nc6. After 7 0-0, the Uhlmann Variation, 7... 5 is no longer con- 
sidered theoretically comfortable. Sharpest and most popular is 7... a6, 
known as the Panno Variation (cols, 69-71). White can force serious im- 
balances with 8 d5 Na5 9 Nd2 c5 10 Qc2 (column 69) or continue to 
crouch with 8 h3 Rb8 9 Be3 (column 71). In both cases play is razor-sharp, 
with positional collapse looming at the first slip. Still occasionally seen is 
the 6...c5, the Yugoslav Variation (cols. 73-74). 8 d5 (column 73) can 
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lead to a similar line to the Panno after 8 .. . Na5 9 Nd2 e5, but most play- 
ers of Black find the relatively colorless symmetrical line 8 dxc5 dxc5 
(column 74) reason enough to avoid the Yugoslav. 6... c6 7 0-0 Qa5, the 
Soltis. Variation (cols. 75-77), still gets played, though it seems to leave 
White too many options to get a space advantage. 

Finally, Black may have chosen the King’s Indian structure against 
the fairly popular 2 Nf3 g6 (cols. 79-84). Of course White has a wide se- 
lection of moves here; the most common are 3 Bg5, the Torre Attack (col. 
80) and 3 Bf4, the London Attack (column 81). These lines are a popular 
subject for “How to Win as White” books, but objectively cannot be as 
good as the more aggressive lines considered earlier. 


KING’S INDIAN DEFENSE 


Classical Variation, Main Line 


1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 g6 3 Nc3 Bg7 4 e4 d6 5 Nf3 0-0 
6 Be2 e5 7 0-0 Nc6 8 d5 Ne7 9 Ne1 Nd7(a) 


1 2 3 4 ¢ 5 6 

10 Bod D) viceascesdcereivenniaecdeteeatersavewe elie uetareets f3 

5 : 5 
11 f3 g4(p) 

£4 Nf6 .......... a5(t) 
12 Bf2 Nd3 Nd3 

g5 c6 Nc5 
13 G4(C)iaviccciaasistiechendter Rc1(h) Nf2(q) Nc5 

NgB6......0055 a5(e) NGg6......0065 Rf6!?(m) Khs dxc5 
14 a5 Nd3 c5!(i) c5(n) Bd2(r) Be3 

Khs b6 Nxc5 Nxc5 a5 b6 
15 Nd3 Be1(f) b4 b4 “a3 exf5 

Nfé Nfé Na6 Na6 Bd7 pxf5 
16 c5 Nf2 Nd3(j) Nd3 Rb1 Qe2 

h5 h5 h5(k) Rh6 Qbs Neg6 
17 cxd6 h3 Nb5 a4 b3 Kh1 

cxd6 Kha Bd7 Qes Rf7 Bd7 
18 Nb5(d) Nb5 a4 Kh1 Qc1 Rg1 


Nega(g) Bhé(l) Bd7(o) Qc7(s) fxe4(u) 


(a) 9...Ne8!? has its pluses and minuses. While it doesn’t slow down the c5 
push, it defends c7. 10 f4!? (this is good when Black’s Nf6 strays from e5) 
10... exf4 11 Bxf4 h6 12 Nf3 g5 13 Be3 f5 14 exf5 Nxf5 15 Bf2 and Black’s po- 
sition is loose. A Korchnoi favorite after 9...Ne8 is 10 Be3, e.g. 10... f5 
11 £3 £4 12 Bf2 g5 13 cS Ng6 14 a4 Rf7 15 Nd3 Bf8 16 a5 Rg7 17 a6 and White 
was better in Korchnoi—van Wely, Antwerp 1997. 


(b) 10 Nd3f5 11 Bd2 used to be the mainline but is less played nowadays as Black 
often gets good attacking chances. Play could continue 11... Kh8 12 Rcl 
Nf6 13 £3 c5 14 dxc6!? Nxc6 15 Be3 Be6 with chances for both sides, Kozul— 
Kotronias, Turin Ol. 2006. 


(c) Korchnoi’s move 13 a4 has become most popular in this position. White im- 
mediately begins queenside play. 


(d) White is a little better in this complex, theoretical position, van der Sterren— 
Nijboer, Rotterdam 2000. Now 18 ... a6 fails to 19 Bb6! Qe7 20 Nc7 Rb8 
21 Ba7! Qxc7 22 Rc1 Qxa5 23 Bxbs. 
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(e) (A) 13 .. . Rfé 14 Nb5 a6 15 Na7! forces Black to either exchange the impor- 
tant light-squared bishop or give up the exchange, Summerscale—Black, Bir- 
mingham 2001, (B) 13... a6 14 a5 Rf6 15 Na4 Rh6 16 c5 Qe8 17 Kh1 Qh5 
18 Bgi Nf6 19 cxd6! cxd6 20 Nb6 Qh4 21 Nxc8! Rxc8 22 h3 g4 23 Bf2 Qe5 
24 fxg4 Nxe4 25 Ra4 favors White in this sharp position, Summerscale— 
Hebden, Bradford 2002. 


(f) White clears the f2 square so the the d3 knight can drop back to defend the 
kingside. 


(g) 19 b4 Rf7 20 bxa5 bxa5 21 c5 Bf8 22 cxd6 (22 c6?! closes the queenside) 
22.,..cxd6 23 Rel Nh6 24 Re4 Rg7 25 Qe2 g4 26 Bxa5 Qe! was very unclear 
in Nielsen—Kotronias, Hastings 2004. White just won a pawn, but his king is 
not so safe. 


(h) 13 Nd3 Nf6 14 c5 Ng6 15 a4 Kh8 16 a5 Rg8 17 cxd6 cxd6 18 Nb5 g4! 19 fxg4 
Nxe4 20 Bxa7 Bd7 21 Bb6 Qe7 22 Nc7 Raf8 with good play for Black, Korch- 
noi—Lanka, Linz 1997. 


(i) Speed is of the essence so White sacrifices a pawn for quick queenside play. 
This move was introduced in 1998 by Kozul. 


(j) 16 Nb5!? Bd7 17 Nxa7 (17 a4!?) 17... h5 has been recently played. Here 18 
Bxa6 bxa6 19 Qc2 may be good for White. 


(k) 16... Rf7!? 17 Nb5 h5 (17... Bd7 18 a4 Qe8 19 Nb2 +) 18 a4 Bh6 19 Nxa7! 
Bd7 20 b5 Nc5 21 Nc6! gives White great compensation for the piece, Lastin— 
Reindermann, Istanbul 2003. 


(1) 19 Re3 (19 Nxa7?! p4! 20 fxg4 f3) 19... Rf7! 20 Nxa7 Rg7 with counterplay, 
Korchnoi-—Cvitan, Pula 1997. 


(m) 13...a6 is worth note, After 14 Nd3 b6 15 b4 Rf6 16 c5 Rhé6 the game is un- 
clear, Khalifman—Inarkiev, Russia 2005. 


(n) White employs the Kozul pawn sac idea. An alternative is 14 b4!? Rh6 15 c5. 


(o) Better than 18... . Qh5 19 Bgi Bd7 20 Na2! Rc8 21 Nf2 Qe8 22 Ng4! Rg6 
23 b5 +, played in a previous encounter of these opponents. Vera—Nataf, Mon- 
treal 2003 continued 18 . .. Bd7! (keeping an eye on the a-pawn) 19 Qb3 Kh8 
20 Nb2 Qh5 21 Bgl g4! 22 fxg4 Bxe4 23 Bxg4 Qxg4 24 Nb5 Bf6 ! F. 


(p) The Benko System, White plans to meet Black’s kingside expansion in kind, 
hoping to slow him down. 


(q) 13 Kg2 Kh8 (Black could also try to break White’s pawn chain immediately 
with 13 ...b5) 14 h3 b5 15 Nb4 bxc4 16 Bxc4 cxd5 17 Nbxd5 Be6 18 Bg5 
Bxd5 19 Nxd5? (19 exd5 h6 gives Black good play) 19-....Nxd5 Resigns, 
P, Cramling—Reyes, Malaga 1987. 


(rt) 14 Kg2 Bd7 15 Bd2 a6 16 a3 b5 17 b3 Qb6 18 h3 Rac8 with a comfortable po- 
sition for Black, Gavrikov—Kochiev, Leningrad 1984. 


(s) 19 b4 axb4 20 Rxb4 Raf8 21 h3 Neg8 22 Be3 c5 23 Nb5 Qd8 24 Ra4 NeB 25 Kg2 
Negf6 26 Bg5 draw agreed, Taimanov—Kavalek, Montilla 1977. 


(t) Locking the kingside with ...f4 now or later helps White. Black has also 
scored poorly with 11... fxg4 12 fxg4 Rxf1t 13 Kxf1. A. Petrosian—Korenov, 
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GMA Qualifier 1991, continued 13...a5 14 Be3 h6 15 h4! Nf6 16 Nd3 b6 
17 Nf2 Nd7 18 g5 h5 19 b3 Nc5d 20 Rb1, when Black’s kingside play had been 
neutralized and White was ready to expand on the other wing, 


(u) 19 fxg4 Nf4 20 Bf3 Be8 21 Be4 Bg6 leaves White somewhat better, Berkovi¢— 
Kariaka, Simferopol 1991. 
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KING’S INDIAN DEFENSE 
Classical Variation, Bayonet Attack 


1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 g6 3 Nc3 Bg7 4 e4 d6é 5 Nf3 0-0 
6 Be2 e5 7 0-0 Nc6 8 d5 Ne7 9 b4 Nh5 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
10 ROT ogee 4 eeeidas secede ewes eedeni cies g3 
Nf4.......... f5(d) f5 
11. ~—-BE Ngs Ngs 
a5 Nfé6(e) Nf6 
12  bxa5 Bf3 .,........ £3 £3(m) 
Rxa5 c6 Kh&(i) AD sajcaaecies ReB........4. c6(u) 
13 Nd2 Be3(f) Ne6(j) bxa5(n) sc 5 Be3 
c5 hé(g) Bxe6 Rxa5(o) hé f4(v) 
14 a4 Ne6 dxe6 Qb3(p) Ne6(s) Bf2 
Ra6 Bxe6 Nh5! Kh8(q) Bxe6 Nes 
15 Ra3 dxe6 g3 Bd2 dxe6 Qb3 
h6(a) fxe4. Bf6 Ra8 d5 hé 
16 Nb5 Nxe4 c5 Bd3 Nxd5 Ne6 
Kh8(b) Nxe4 £4 b6 Nexd5 Bxe6 
17 —sogB Bxe4 Kgp2(k) Kp2 exd5 dxe6 
Nh5(c) d5(h) Nc6(1) f4(r) Nxd5(t) fxg3(w) 


(a) 15... g5 16 g3 Nh3t 17 Bxh3 Bxh3 18 g4 wins. 
(b) 16... g5 17 23 Nfg6 18 Bd3 f5 19 exfs Bxfs +. 


(c) 17... Nh3+t 18 Bxh3 Bxh3 19 g4 wins. After 17... Nh5 18 Bb2 Bd7 19 Be2 
Nf6 20 f4 White had an edge in Milov—Gofstein, Israel 1997, 


(d) (A) 10... c6 11 Ba3!? (11 Bb2 Nf4 12 Bf1 b6 13 dxc6 Nc6 14 a3 Re8 15 Nd5 
Ne6 =) 11... cxd5 12 cxd5 Bg4 13 h3 Bd? 14 bd! +, Shariyazdanov—Mame- 
dov, Dubai 2001. (B) 10 .. . h6?! 11 Nd2! Nf4 12 Bf1 a5 13 bxa5 Rxa5 14 Nb3 
Ra8 15 c5 f5 16 cxd6 cxd6 17 Nd2! g5 18 Rb1 g4 19 Qb3 fxe4 20 Ndxe4 Khs 
21 Be3 +, Karpov—Kamsky, match (G7) 1996. 


(e) 11... Nf4 12 Bxf4 exf4 13 Rc1 is somewhat better for White, e.g. 13 . .. Bf6 
14 Ne6 Bxe6 15 dxe6 Bxc3 16 Rxc3 fxe4 17 Bf e3 18 fxe3 fxe3?! (18... a5 +) 
19 Rexe3 c6 20 Qd2 d5 21 cxd5 cxd5 22 Qd4! +, Kramnik-Shirov, Tilburg 
1997. 


(f) Kramnik’s pet line in this theoretical position. White could also play: 
(A) 13 Bb2 h6 14 Ne6 Bxe6 15 dxe6 fxe4 16 Nxe4 Nxe4 17 Rxe4 d5 18 cxd5 
cxd5 19 Rxe5 Bxe5 20 Bxe5 Qb6 21 Bb2 with play for the exchange, Shirov— 
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Radjabov, Linares 2004; (B) 13 Qb3 h6 14 Ne6 Bxe6 15 dxe6 Qc8 16 Rd1 Rd8 
17 b5 with reasonable play for the pawn, Bacrot—Radjabov, Tripoli 2004. 


(g) 13... f4 14 Bc1 h6 15 Ne6 Bxe6 16 dxe6 Nc8 17 b5! Qe8 18 bxc6 bxc6 
19 c5! +, Kramnik—Gelfand, Belgrade 1997. 


(hb) 18 cxd5 cxd5 19 Bc2 b6 20 Qg4 e4! 21 Rad1 Qc7 22 Bb3 Rf5 is probably equal, 
Xu Jun—Ponamariov, Shenyang 2000. 


(i) The current fashion. Also possible are (A) 12... Nh5 13 c5 Nf4 14 Bc4 Kh8 
15 Rb1!? dxc5 16 bxc5 Nexd5! =, van Wely—Stellwagen, Maastricht 2005, and 
(B) 12...c6 13 Khi h6 14 Ne6 Bxe6 15 dxe6 Ne8 16 Qb3 Bd7 with a complex 
game. 


(j) 13 c5 dxc5!? 14 bxc5 h6 leaves White a bit awkward, Gyimesi—Radjabov, 
Moscow 2005. 


(k) 17 g4?! Ne7 18 Bc4 Nc6 F, van Wely—Radjabov, Wijk aan Zee 2007. 


(1) The knight goes to d4 to attack the e6 pawn: 18 cxd6 cxd6 19 Nd5 Nd4 20 Bb2 
Ne6 with chances for both sides, Shirov—Radjabov, Wijk ann Zee 2007. 


(m) This is the only sensible move—otherwise White loses control of the f5 square 
and the knight on e7 heads for d4. 


(n) 13 Ba3? c5! 14 dxc6 Qb6+t wins. 


(o) 13... c6!? 14 c5 cxd5 15 exd5 Rxa5 16 Be3 h6 17 cxd6 Qxd6 18 Ne6 Bxe6 
19 dxe6 Qxe6 +, Feldman—Lesiege, New York Open 1992. 


(p) 1444 Ne8 15 Bd2 Ra8 16 Qb3 Kh8 17 a5 f4 18 Ne6 Bxe6 19 dxe6 c6 20 Na4 
Nc7 21 Nb6é Nxe6 22 Nxa8 Rxa8 23 Rfb1 Nc5 and Black had compensation in 
van Wely—Pugachev, Leeuwarden 1994. 


(q) 14... b6?! 15 Bd2 Re8 16 Bd3 Bd7 17 a4 £418 Nb5 Bh6 19 pxf4 exf4 20 Bxa5 
bxa5 21 Ne6 Bxe6 22 dxe6 Bg7 23 c5 +, Hjartarson—Yurtaev, Manila Ol. 1992. 


(r) 18 a4 Bh6 19 gxf4 Nh5 20 fxe5 Nfs and Black had good play in Veingold— 
Atalik, Oviedo (rapid) 1993. , 


(s) 14 cxd6 Qxd6 15 Ne6 Bxe6 16 dxe6 Qxb4 17 Qb3 Qxb3 18 axb3 a6 +, van 
Wely—Pieterse, Dutch Chp. 1991. 


(t) 18 Bc4 c6 19 Qb3 Qe7 20 Rd1 Rad8 21 Bxd5 cxd5 22 Rxd5 Rxd5 23 Qxd5 
e4 F, Sestjakov—van Wely, Kecskemet 1991. 


(u) (A) 12... Kh8 13 Be3 (13 Kg2 a5 14 bxa5 Rxa5 15 a4 h6 16 Ne6 Bxe6 17 dxe6 
Nc6 18 Bd2 fxe4 19 fxe4 Ra8 20 Rb1 b6 21 Be3 =, van Wely—Popovié, 
Smokovec 1992) 13... £4 14 Bf2 fxg3 15 hxg3 Bh6 16 Ne6 Bxe6 17 dxe6 Qc8 
18 Nd5 Qxe6 19 Nc7 Qh3 20 Nxa8 Be3 =, Donaldson—Silman, San Francisco 
1996, (B) 12... £413 Kg2 h6 14 Ne6 Bxe6 15 dxe6 c6 16 b5 Qc7 17 bxc6 bxc6 
18 Ba3 Rfd8 19 Qa4 Qc8 20 Rab1 Kh8 21 Rfd1Qxe6 22 Qa6 h5 23 Rb7 =, van 
Wely—Ye Jingchuan, Biel 1993. (C) 12... h6?! 13 Ne6 Bxe6 14 dxe6 c6 15 b5 
Ne8 16 bxc6 bxc6 17 Rb1 R{6 18 c5 d5 19 exd5 cxd5 20 Rb7 Rxe6 21 Qb3 Nc7 
22 Rd1 +, Teo Kok Siong—G. J. Hansen, Moscow Ol. 1994. 


(v) 13...h6 14 Ne6 Bxe6 15 dxe6 Ne8 (15...Kh7 16 Rc1?! Ne8 17 b5 Nc7 
18 bxc6 bxc6 19 c5 d5 20 exd5 cxd5 21 Nb5 Nxe6 22 c6 a6 =, K, Fitzgerald— 
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Nijboer, Holland 1993) 16 Qb3 Nc7 17 Rad1 Kh7 18 c5 d5 19 exd5 cxd5 
20 Nxd5 Nexd5 21 Bc4 + Stefansson—Kristinsson, corr. 1989. 


(w) 18 hxg3 Nc7 19 Rad1 Kh7 20 c5 d5 21 exd5 cxd5 (21... Nexd5!? =) 22 Nxd5 
Nexd5 23 Bc4 Nxe6 24 Bxd5 Nd4 +, Miles—Shirov, Biel 1992. 


598 


KING’S INDIAN DEFENSE 


Classical Variation, Bayonet Attack 


1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 g6 3 Nc3 Bg7 4 e4 d6 5 Nf3 0-0 
6 Be2 e5 7 0-0 Nc6 8 d5 Ne7 9 b4 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
Oui NEB vended as ae ai Gedo eiiccda ai hans Goa tdauted Sees eesdeudeaens ey a5(q) 
TO) LBS sc cstetsiseceacivieienetied (ols Ee eee eee Nd2 Ba3(r) 
f5 Nf4(e) Nf4 axb4(s) 
11 Ng5 Bxf4 a4(m) Bxb4 
Nf6 exf4 £5 bé(t) 
12 £3 Rel Bf3 a4 
c6 abl iseessitess h6(h) p5 Ne&(u) 
130 DSissreaceoss Kg2 cxdé6(f) Nd2(i) exf5 Qb3(v) 
Ne&(a) h6(c) cxd6 25(j) Nxf5 Rb8 
14 bxc6 Ne6 Nb5 Nc4 g3(n) Nb5 
bxc6 Bxe6 Bega! a6(k) Nh3t(o) £5 
15 Kp2 dxe6 Rc7 a4 Kg2 a5 
hé6 Ne8s axb4 Ng6 Qd7 fxe4 
16 Nh3 Qb3 Qd2 cxd6 Nb3 Nd2 
c5 Nc7 Bxf3 cxd6 Nd4 bxa5 
17 Bd2 c5 Bxf3 a5 Nxd4 Bxa5 
g5(b) d5(d) Be5(g) Re&(1) exd4(p) Nf5(w) 


(a) 13...c5 14 p47?! (14 Ne6!? Bxe6 15 dxe6 +) 14...f4 15 h4 Bd7 16 Rf2 Qc8 
17 Rg2 h6 18 Nh3 Nh5d +, Nagendra—UhImann, German Chp. 1993. 


(b) 18 exf5 Nxf5 19 Nf2 Nd4 20 g4 Nf6 21 Nfe4 Rf7 22 Rbi Qd7 23 Bd3 =, Muse— 
Uhlmann, Germany 1993. 


(c) 13.,.a5?! 14 b5 (14 bxa5 Qxa5 15 Qb3 h6 16 Ne6 Bxe6 17 dxe6 Rfb8 18 a4 
Kh7 19 Rd1 +, Burger—Anderson, Philadelphia 1992) 14...c5 15 Qd3 fxe4 
16 fxe4 b6 17 Ne6 Bxe6 18 dxe6 Qc7 19 Bg5 hé 20 Bxf6 Bxf6 21 Bg4 h5 22 Bh3 
Bg5 23 Nd5 +, Dumitrache—Cosma, Romania 1991. 


(d) 18 exd5 cxd5 19 Rd1 Kh7 20 Bb2 d4 21 Nb5 Nxb5 22 Bxb5 Nd5 23 f4 Ne3t 
24 Qxe3 dxe3 25 Rxd8 Rfxd8 =, Speelman—Akopian, Debrecen 1992. 


(e) 10... £5 11 exfS Nxf5 =, or 11... e4 12 Nd4 Nxf5 13 Nxf5 Bxf5 (13... Rxf5 
14 Qc2 Qh4 15 g3 Qh3!?—Nunn) 14 Bd2 =, Ginsburg—Wharton, World Open 
1990. 


(f) (A) 13 bxa5 Rxa5 14 cxd6 cxd6 15 Qb3 Kh8 16 Rfd1 Rc5 17 Na4 draw agreed, 
Skembris—Ivanovié, Novi Sad Ol. 1990. (B) 13 a3 Bg4 14 Nb5 axb4 15 axb4 
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Ra2 16 Rc2 Ra4 17 Rc4 Ra6 18 Qd2 Bxf3 19 Bxf3 g5, and when the Ne7 heads 
toward e5 Black is better, Kaabi—Ubilava, Manila Ol. 1992. 


(g) 18 Rxb7 Qa5 19 Nd4 Qxa2 20 Qxa2 Rxa2 21 Rxb4 Rfa8 22 Bg4 Bxd4 23 Rxd4 
g5 +, Kamsky—Kasparov, Intel Grand Prix 1994. 


(h) Inferior to 12... a5, as are Black’s other options: (A) 12...f5 13 e5 dxe5 
14 d6 cxd6 15 cxd6 Nc6 16 Qd5t Kh8 17 b5 Nd4 18 Nxe5 Nxe2t (18... Qe8 
19 Qxd4 Bxe5 20 Qb4 Be6 21 Bf3 Qd7 22 Rfe1 Qg7 23 Bxb7 Rad8 is also un- 
clear) 19 Nxe2 Qe8 20 d7 Bxd7 21 Nxd7 Rd8 ~ (Nunn), (B) 12... Bg4?! 
13 Nd4 Bxe2 14 Ncxe2 g5 15 3 Ne6 16 Nf5 Re8 17 £3 Bed 18 Qd2 Kh8 19 Khi 
a6 20 Rc2 h5 21 Rfcl Qf6 22 cxd6 cxd6 23 Rc7 +, Vladimirov—Khuzman, 
USSR 1990. 


(i) (A) 13 h3 (not bad, but probably not necessary) 13 ... g5 14.a4 Ng6 15 a5 Re8 
16 Nd2 f5 17 cxd6 cxd6 18 exf5 (18 Nb5! + [Sosonko]) 18 .. . Bxf5 19 Nb5 Bb2 
+, Sosonko—van Wely, Dutch Chp. 1995. (B) 13 a4 can transpose into h3 or 
Nd2 lines, (C) 13 Nd4!? g5 14 Bh5! c6 15 Nb3 cxd5 16 exd5 a5 17 Nb5 a4 
18 Na5 dxc5 19 d6 Nf5 20 Rxc5 b6 21 Nc6 +, Beliavsky—Romero Holmes, 
Leén 1994, 


(j) 13... Bxc3 14 Rxc3 Re8 15 Bc4 a5 16 a3 axb4 17 axb4 Kg7 looks fishy for 
Black. 


(k) 14...Np6 15 Bg4 Ne5? 16 Nxe5 Bxe5 17 Bxc8 Rxc8 18 Nb5 +, Lein—Rohde, 
New York 1977. 


(1) 18 Nb6 Rb8 19 Bh5 (19 Bd3!?) 19... Ne5 20 h3 Qié 21 £3 Bd77! (21... Nd7! 
Milos) 22 Bg4? (22 Rc2 with the idea of Qe2 and Rfc1 is good for White, ac- 
cording to Milos) 22... Bxg4 23 hxg4 h5! +, Skembris—Milos, Novi Sad Ol. 
1990. 


(m) 11 Bf3 f5 (11... Nd3!? 12 Ba3 a5 13 bxa5 Rxa5 =) 12 a4 Kh8 13 Nb3 g5 
14 exf5 Nxf5 15 g3 Nh3t 16 Kg2 Nh6é 17 Be4 Ng4 18 Ra2 Qe8 19 f3 Nf6 
20 Bb1 Qh5 and Black had good attacking chances in Sosonko—Nijboer, 
Dutch Chp. 1996. 


(n) 14 Nde4 Nhé4 leaves Black with an edge. 


(0) 14...Nd4 15 gxf4 Nxf3t 16 Nxf3 (16 Qxf3 g4 17 Qhi? exf4 18 Bb2 Bf5 
19 Rfe1 f3 is winning, Petrosian—Gligori¢, Zagreb 1970; 17 Qd3!?; 17 Qd1!— 
Speelman) 16 ...e4? 17 Nxg5 Bxc3 18 Ra3 Bg7 19 Rg3 Resigns, Martin— 
Britton, British Chp. 1991. 


(p) 18 Nb5 c6 19 Na3 c5 =. 


(q) 9... c6!? 10 Nd2 a5 11 bxa5 Qxad 12 Bb2 c5 13 a4Nd7 14 ENDe Ra6 15 Ra3 + 
Roiz~Sutovsky, Tel Aviv 2002. 


(rt) 10 bxa5 Rxa5 (10... c5 11 Neq Qxa5d 12 Bd2 Ne8 13 a4 Qd8 14 Ra3! £5 15 exf5 
gxf5 16 f4 +, Yermolinsky—Fedorowicz, U.S. Chp. 2000) 11 a4 c5 12 Ra3 Ra6 
13 Re1 Ne8 14 Nb5 +, Gulko—Smirin, Beer Sheva 2005. 


(s) 10... b6!? 11 bxa5 Nh5 12 Rel f5 13 Bb4 bxa5 14 Ba3 Nf6 15 Bd3 fxe4 
16 Nxe4 Bg4 with chances for both sides, Kramnik—Smirin, Belgrade 1999. 


(t) 11...Nd7 12 a4 Bh6 13 a5 £5 14 Bd3 Kh8 (14... Rf7 15 Re1!) 15 Nd2 Ngs 
16 Qc7 Rf7 17 Rad1 Ndf6 18 c5! +, van Wely—Morozevich, Melody Amber 2006. 


600 


(u) Lanca’s move 12 ... Re8 is best met by 13 Rel +. 
(v) 13 a5? is answered by 13... c5!. 


(w) 18 Nxe4 Bd7 19 Qd1 Bxb5 20 cxb5 Nd4 21 Rb1 Nf6 =, I. Sokolov— 
Kindermann, Nussloch 1996. 


KING’S INDIAN DEFENSE 
Classical Variation: 9 Bd2 and 9 Nd2 


1 d4 Nf6 2 4 g6 3 Nc3 Bg7 4 e4 d6 5 Ni3 0-0 
6 Be2 e5 7 0-0 Nc6 8 d5 Ne7 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
9 Be 2 fo isso ete eit head cabins Nd2 
NED is cece ssseantineassaias Ne&(f) C5(i).......0 a5 ‘ 
10 Re1viviceces b4(d) Rc1 Rb1 a3 
£5(a) {5 £5 b6 Bd7........0. Nd7(u) 
11 exf5 exf5 exf5(g) b4 b3(r) Rb1 
Nxf5 Bxf5 5 Ne& c5(s) 5 
12 c5(b) c5 Ng5 bxc5(j) Rb1 b4 
Nf4 Khs hé bxc5 Ne’ Kha 
13 Bxf4 cxd6 Ne6 Nb3(k) b4 Qc2(v) 
exf4 Qxd6é Bxe6 f5 axb4 Ngs 
14 c6 Rc1 dxe6 Bg5!7(1) axb4. ‘£3 
bxc6 a6 Qc8 Bfé(m) b6 Nef6 
15 dxc6 Be3 Qb3 Bd2(n) bxc5 Nb5 
p5 b6 c6 Khs bxc5 axb4 
16 h3 a3 Bh5 Bd3(0) Nb3 axb4 
Khs Nf6 Qxe6 Bg7(p) f5 Nhb5 
17. ~+»b3 Qb3 Qb7 {3 {3 p3 


h5(c) h6(e) Nf6(h) Nga(q) Nf6(t) Ndfé(w) 


(a) 10... h6 11 Rei Nf4 12 Bfi g5 13 h4 f6 (13... pal? 14 Nh2 h5 15 c5 dxc5 
16 Be3 Neg6—16... b6 17 b4 cxb4 18 Nb5!—17 Bxc5 Re8 18 g3 a6 19 Qb3 v6 
20 Be3 Bf8 21 Nd1 =, Piket—Gelfand, Dos Hermanas 1995) 14 Nh2 gxh4 
15 Bxf4 exf4 16 Qh5 f5 17 c5 fxe4 18 cxd6 cxd6 19 Nxe4 Nf5 20 Ng4 Bd7 
21 Bd3 +, Piket-Nunn, Melody Amber (rapid) 1995. Black has a lot of holes 
in his position. 


(b) 12 g4? Nd4!13 gxh5 Nxe2t 14 Qxe2 Bp +. 


(c) 18 Nh2 g4 19 hxg4 Nd4 20 gxh5 Qh4 21 Rel , Boersma—Peelen, Amsterdam 
1987, 


(d) (A) 10 g3 f5 (10... h6 11 Rc1 Bh3 12 Re1 £5 13 Nh4 Nf6 14 exf5 pxf5 15 f4 e4 
16 Be3 c5 17 dxc6 bxc6 18 b4 Kh7 19 Qd2 Ngé4 20 Bd4 &, Ioseliani—Gurieli, 
Georgia 1990) 11 Neg5 Nf6é 12 {3 c6 13 Qb3 Kh8 14 Rad1 h6 15 Ne6 Bxe6 
16 dxe6 Qc8 17 Bel Qxe6 18 Qxb7 h5 =, Pick—Trapl, Czech Republic 1995. 
(B) 10 Ne1 Nf4 11 Nd3 Nxe2t (11... Nxd3!? was tried in Beikert—Nevrohr, 
Germany 1993) 12 Qxe2 f5 13 f4 fxe4 14 Nxe4 exf4 15 Rxf4 h6 16 g4 +. 
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(e) 18 Nh4 =, Willumsen-—Stentebjerg, Denmark 1990. 


(f) (A) 9... c5?! 10 dxc6 bxc6 (10... Nxc6!7) 11 Bg5! Be6 12 c5 Ne8 13 cxd6 
Nxd6 14 Qa4 +, Korchnoi—Byrne, Leiningrad Int. 1973. (B) 9... Nd7?! 10 b4 
hé 11 Qb3 Kh8 12 Rac1 f5 13 Ne1 Nf6 14 f3 f4 15 c5 g5 16 Nb5 Ne8 17 Nd3 h5 
18 Nf2 +, Gligorié—Quinteros, Linares 1981. 


(g) 11 Qb3 b6 12 exf5 pxf5 13 Ng5 Nf6 14 f4 h6 15 fxe5 dxe5 16 ¢5 Nfixd5 17 Nxd5 
Nxd5 18 cxb6 axb6 19 Rc6 Kh8 20 Nf3 (20 Qh3 Nf6 =), Taimanov—Fischer, 
match (G3) 1971. Fischer went on to win this complex position. 


(h) 18 Be2 Rfb8 +, Taimanov—Fischer, match (G1) 1971. 


(i) In this line White’s queenside counterplay happens very quickly, so Black 
should slow it down with either 9... c5 or 9... a5. For example, 9... Nd7?! 
10 b4 f5 11 a4 Nf6 12 £3 £4 13 c5 po 14 Nc4 h5 15 Ba3 Ngé6 16 b5 Ne8 17 b6 and 
White breaks through. 9... Ne8 is a little better because it defends d6, but 
White is still very fast. 


(j) White can try and open up the entire queenside starting with 12 a4. After 
12... f5 13 a5 Nf6 14 f3 f4 15 axb6 axb6 16 bxc5 bxc5 17 Nb3 g5 18 Bd2 Ne6 
19 Rai White has some advantage, although it is difficult for him to invade 
Black’s position, 12...a5!? may be the most solid reply. Fedorowicz— 
W. Watson, Hastings 1984, concluded 13 bxc5 bxc5 14 Qb3 Nc7! (heading 
toward b4 via a6) 15 Qb6 Ra6 16 Qbs8 Ra8 draw agreed. 


(k) 13 Qa4 Bd7 does not accomplish much for White. 
(1) 14f£3 can be met by 14... Kh8 followed by ... Ng8 and... Bhé. 
(m) 14... Nf6 15 Nxc5! dxc5 16 d6 gives White much the better of it. 
(n) After 15 Bh6 Rf7 16 exf5 gxf5 White must worry about his bishop on hé. 


(o) 16 £3 f4 (Black gained an edge in Kamsky—Yurtaev, Manila Ol. 1992, after 
16... Ng8 17 Na4?! Be5 18 Bxg5 Qxe5 19 Qc1 Qh5! 20 Qe1 Qh6 21 Qc3 
Nef6! +; better was 17 Qc1) 17 Qc1 g5 18 Ndi h5 19 Nf2 Ng8 20 Na5 Nh6 21 
Nc6 Qd7 22 g4 +, Lukacs—Thipsay, Kolhapur 1987. 


(p) 16... Ng8 is met by 17 exf5 gxf5 18 Ne2 intending Na5, with an edge for 
White. 


(q) 17...f4 would be met by 18 Nb5 with strong queenside pressure. After 
17 ...Ng8 White should continue 18 exf5 gxf5 19 Ne2 +. Instead the im- 
mediate 18 Ne2?! f4 19 Na5 g5 was unclear in Eingorn—Hebden, Moscow 
1986. 


(tr) 11 Rb1 a4 12 b4 axb3 13 Nxb3 b6 14 Rai Qe8! with equality. 


(s) The most straightforward way of trying to prevent b4. An alternative method 
is the tricky and flexible move 11 ... c6, e.g., 12 Bb2 Qb6!? 13 dxc6é bxc6é 
14 Na4 Qc7 15 c5 d5 16 Nb6 Rad8 17 Bc3 Nxe4 18 Nxe4 dxe4 19 Bxa5 Nf5! 
20 Nc4 Qb8 with good counterplay for the exchange, Malakov—Zvjaginsev, 
Poikovsky 2004. 


(t) 18 Bd2 f4 19 Nb5 Nc8 20 Ra1 Rxa1 21 Qxal g5 22 Qa6 Qe7 23 Nad p4 ~, 
Vaganian—Gelfand, USSR Chp. 1989. 
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(u) This was Kasparov’s choice for several years. 


(v) 13 £3 f4 14 Na4 (14 Nb3!?) axb4 15 axb4 g5 (15... c6!?) 16 c5 Nf6 17 Nc4 p4 
18 cxd6 cxd6 19 Nab6 Rb8 20 Nxc8 Nxc8 21 Bd2 Nb6 22 Nad g3 23 h3 + 
(though Black’s position is solid), Beliavsky—Radjabov, Moscow Rapid 2002. 


(w) 18 c5 Bd7 19 Rb3 fxe4 20 fxe4 Bh3 with play against the White king, 
Gelfand—Kasparov, Paris (Immopar) 1991. 
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KING’S INDIAN DEFENSE 
Classical Variation: Misc. Ninth Moves and 7 Be3 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 g6 3 Nc3 Bg7 4 e4 d6 5 Nf3 0-0 6 Be2 e5 


25 26 27 28 29 30 
Po ° COG cndateck tc nedusenensoudvmntaine Be3(o) 
Nc6 INB4 iiesesececcieadens saves exd4(x) 
8 5(a) Bgb vitsaceieetsavbivel ins. Nxd4 
Ne7 6 Re8 
9 Bob ocsdsesverkevedgecseeoass Khi1(1) Bh4.......... Bc1 f3 
Nh ......... Nd7(f) Nd7 Nc6(p) £5(t) c6 
10 Nel Nd2 Bd2(m) d5 exf5(u) ° Bf2!(y) 
Nf4 f5(g) Kh8 Ne7 Bxf5 d5 
11 Nd3 exf5(h) b4 Nd2 h3(v) exd5 
Nxd3(b) pxfs Ng8 Nhé(q) Nf6é cxd5 
12 Bxd3(c) £4 Rc1 f3 dxe5 0-0 
{6 Nf6(i) £5 c5 dxe5 Nc6 
13 Bd2(d) fxe5(j) exf5 Rb1i(r) Qxd8 c5 
£5 dxe5 gxfs Nf7 Rxd8 Nh5 
14 b4 c5 Ng5 0-0 Nxe5 Qd2 
Kh8s hé6 Ndf6 5 Ne4! Be5 
15 Rel Bxf6 f4 b4 Nxe4 g3 
c6(e) Rxf6(k) e4(n) b6(s) Bxe4(w)  Ngz7(z) 


(a) 8 Be3 isn’t dangerous. The simplest solution is 8... Re8 (8 ... Ng49 Bg5 f6 
is also a good plan) 9 dxe5 dxe5 10 Qxd8 Nxd8 11 Nb5 Ne6 12 Nps Re7 =. 


(b) Also possible is 11... Nxe2t 12 Qxe2 h6; eg., 13 Bd2 (13 Be3 £5 14 f3 g5! 
15 cS Ng6 =, Pelletier—Fedorov, Plovdiv 2003) 13 ... g5 14 g4 Ng6 15 f3 Nf4 
16 Nxf4 exf4 (Pelletier—Radjabov, Biel 2006), when 17 Nd1 preparing Bc3 is 
about equal. 


(c) White may also consider 12 Qxd3!? 


(d) 13 Be3 f5 14 £3 c5 15 Rb1 f4 16 Bf2 g5 17 b4 b6 18 bxc5 bxc5 =, Yermolin- 
sky—Fedorowicz, New York 1993. 


(e) 16 Khi f4 17 Be2 h5 18 Be1 Bh6 19 Rc2 cxd5 20 Nxd5 Nc6 =, Ashley— 
Fedorowicz, New York 1993. 


(f) (A) 9... Ne8 10 Nd2 hé 11 Be3 f5 12 f3 f4 13 Bf2 g5 14 cS bxc5 15 Bxc5 Rf6 
16 Nc4 Rg6 17 d6 =, Ftacnik—Joecks, Germany 1993. (B) 9... h6 10 Bxf6 Bxfé 
11 b4 (Pelletier—Hjartarsson, Bundesliga 2003), now 11... Kg7 12 c5 Ng8 is 
equal. 
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(g) 10 ...a5 11 a3 f5 12 £3 c5 13 dxc6 bxc6 14 b4 Nf6 15 Kh1 Be6 16 Nb3 axb4 
17 axb4 Rxa1 18 Qxai1 Qb6 =, Eingorn—Zapata, Moscow (GMA Open) 1989. 


(h) 11 £3 Nf6 12 b4 Nh5 13 c5 Nf4 14 Bh4 h6 15 Rc1 g5 16 Bf2 Neg6 17 cxd6 cxd6 
18 Nb5 Nxe2t 19 Qxe2 Nf4 with balanced chances in Lukacs—Schebler, Bu- 
dapest 1996. 


(i) 12... h6 13 Bh4 exf4 14 Nf3?! (14 Qc2 =) 14... Nf6 15 Bxfé Rxf6 16 Nd4, 
Pomes-—Spraggett, Tarrassa 1990, and now 16...c5 leaves Black clearly 
better. 


(j) 13 Bh5?! e4 14 Nb3 c5 15 dxc6 bxc6 16 Kh1 d5 17 Be2 Kh8 18 Bh4 Ng6 
19 Bf2 Nxf4 20 Bc5 Nxe2 21 Bxf8 Ng3t 22 hxg3 Qxf8 +, Gelfand—-Grivas, 
Haifa 1989, 


(k) 16 Bc4 Kh8 and now 17 Qf3 e4 18 Qe3 Rg6 19 Rae! is equal. Instead, Piza— 
Campos Lopez, San Fernando 1991, continued 17 Nf3?! Rg6 18 Qe2 e4 
19 Nh4, and here 19 . . . Bd4+ would lead to a clear advantage for Black. 


(I) (A) 9 Nh4!? Ne8 10 g3 Bh3 11 Rel f5 12 exf5 Nxf5 13 Nf3 h6é 14 Ne4 Bg4 
15 Qd3 Nf6 16 Bd2 Qd7 17 Bc3 Nxe4 18 Qxe4 Bh3 19 Nd2?! = (19 Bf1 +), 
Hertneck—W. Watson, Germany 1994, (B) 9 a4?! a5! =, 


(m) Interesting is 10 g4 Kh8 11 Regi a5 12 Be3 Nc5 with chances for both sides, 
Carlsen—Radjabov, Biel 2006. 


(n) 16 Be3 hé 17 Nh3 Ne7 18 Qd2 a6 19 Nf2 Bd7 20 Nfd1 Qe8 21 Bd4 Rd8 22 Ne3 
Bc8 23 a4 +, Larsen-P.H. Nielsen, Danish Chp. 1991. Black should try to play 
more actively. 


(o) The Gligoric-Taimanov System. 


(p) 9... g5 10 Bg3 Nh6 11 d5 f5 12 exf5 g4!7 (12... Nxf5 13 Nd2 Nd4 14 0-0 
Nxe2t 15 Qxe2 Qe8 16 Nde4 =, K. Georgiev—Bologan, Gibraltar 2006) 13 Nd2 
Bxf5 14 Nf1 Nd7 15 Ne3 e4 16 0-0 Nc5 17 Rc1 (Roiz—Radjabov, Saint Vincint 
2005); now 17... Qd7! gives sufficinet counterplay. 


(q) 11 .. . h5?! is premature before White has castled kingside: 12 h3 Nh6 
13 g4! +. 


(r) 13 dxc6 bxc6 14 b4 Kh8 15 Bf2 Nf7 16 0-0 Bh6 17 b5 c518 Nd5 Nes 19 Nb1 
Ne6 20 Nbc3 Nd4 =, Onischuk—Ivanchuk, Calvia Ol. 2004. 


(s) 16 a4 Bh6 17 Bf2 Kh8 18 a5 Ng8 19 Qc2 Nf6é 20 Rb2 Nh5 21 Ral Bd7 22 axb6 
axb6 23 Rxa8 Qxa8 24 Ra2 Qd8 25 bxc5 bxc5 26 Ra7 +, Gelfand—Nataf, 
Cannes 2002. 


(t) Alternatives against this less common bishop retreat are: (A) 9... Nc6?! 10 d5 
Nd7 11 h3 Nc6 12 h4! 4; (B) 9... exd4 10 Nxd4 f5! 11 h3! (11 0-0 fxe4 =) 
11... Nh6 12 exfS Nxf5 13 Nxf5 Bxf5 14 Be3 Nc6 15 Qd2 Kh8 16 Rdi Qfé 
17 0-0 Rae8 =, Damjanovic—Nijboer, Calvia 2006. 


(u) 10 h3? Nxf2! was very good for Black in Ivanchuk—Bologan, Edmonton 2005. 


(v) 11 dxe5 Nxe5 12 Nxe5 Bxe5 13 Qd5t Kh8 14 Qxb7 Nd7 15 0-0 Nc5 16 Qd5 c6! 
with good compensation for the pawn, as 17 Qxc6? loses to 17. . . Bxc3 
18 bxc3 Be4 19 Qb5 Rb8 trapping the queen. 
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(w) 16 Bf3 (16 £37! Bc2 17 f4 Nd7! is good for Black) 16 . . . Bxf3 17 Nxf3 Nc6 
18 0-0 Nd4! =, Onischuk—Smirin, Turin Ol. 2006. 


(x) (A) 7... Na6 8 0-0 transposes to 7 0-0 Na6 8 Be3. (B) 7... h6 8 0-0 Ng4 
9 Bc1 Nc6 10 d5 Ne7 11 Nei f5 12 Bxgp4 fxp4 13 Be3 +, Sasikiran— 
Kasimdzhanov, Hyderabad 2002. 


(y) 10 Qd2 is met by a promising exchange sacrifice: 10... d5 11 exd5 exd5 
12 0-0 Nc6 13 c5 Rxe3! 14 Qxe3 Qf8. 


(z) 16 Rfd1 Be6 17 Bb5 Qd7 18 Raci1 =<, Ivanchuk—Radjabov, Morelia/Linares 
2006. 
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KING’S INDIAN DEFENSE 
Classical Variation: Other Black Seventh Moves 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 g6 3 Nc3 Bg7 4 e4 d6 5 Nf3 0-0 6 Be2 e5 7 0-0 


31 32 33 34 35 36 
Yee Nbd7(a).......ecccrevvvesee NG) hese .2i0ce.ieesaseceres exd4 
8 QCA sition Re1(h) Be3(k) Nxd4 
c6(b) c6 Ng4 Re8 
9 Be3(c) Bfi Bg5 £3 
Ng4 exd4 6..c5 cites Qes! Nc6........6- c6 
10 Bg5 Nxd4 Bc1(1) dxe5 Be3(q) Kh1 
{6 Neg4!? Kh8 dxe5 Nh5 Nh5!?(u) 
11 Bd2(d) h3(i) h3 h3 Qd2 p4(v) 
£5(e) Qhb6 Nh6 h6é(o) £5(r) Nf6 
12 dxe5(f) hxp4 dxe5 Bd2 Nxc6 Bf4 
Ndxe5 Qxd4 dxe5(m) Nf6 bxc6 h5 
13. ~Nxeb5 Qc2 Qxd8 Be3 exf5 g5 
Bxe5 Qed Rxd8 Qe7 Bxf5 Nh7 
14 Bex4 Be3 Be3 Nd5 Bd4(s) Qd2 
fxp4 Qe7 Be6 Qds Nf6 Na6(w) 
15 Ne2 Rad1 a3 Nxf6t Rfe1. Rad1 
Be6(g) Ne5(j) Nf7(n) Qxf6(p) c5(t) Qe7(x) 


(a) The move order 6... Nbd7 and 7... 5 is also possible. 


(b) 8... exd4 9 Nxd4 Re8 10 Be3 Ned 11 £3 a5 12 Rad1 Qe7 13 Nb3 +. In this type 
of position Black’s d6 pawn is a target after. . . c6 is played. 


(c) (A) 9dxe5dxe5 gives Black enduring control of the d4 square. (B) 9 Rd1!? Qe7 
(9... Qc7 is also playable) 10 Rb1 exd4 11 Nxd4 Re8 12 f3 d5 13 cxd5 cxd5 
14 Ncb5!? Nc5 15 e5 +, Novik—Monin, Russia 1994. 


(d) Also interesting is 11 Bh4!? Qe7 12 b4 Re& 13.d5 Nh6 14 dxc6!? bxc6 15 b5, 
when White will take control of important squares. 


(e) Black can play more solidly with 11. ..Nh6 followed by . . . Nf7, first cover- 
ing key squares and then playing for... f5. 


(f) Or 12 Bg5 Bf6 13 Bxf6 Qxf6 14 dxe5 (also promising is 14 Rad1) 14... Ndxe5 
15 Nxe5 Nxe5 16 £4 = White controls more space. 


(g) After 16 Rad1 Qh4 17 g3 Qe7 18 Bf4 Rad8 19 b3 Bf7 the position is approxi- 
mately equal, Uhlmann—Knaak, Leipzig 1986. 


(h) (A) 8 d5 Nc5 9 Nd2 a5 10 b3 Ne8 (10.. .Bd7 is worth considering as after 
11 Rb1 and an eventual b4 Black will have .. . Na4, while 11 Bb2 can be met 
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by 11... Bh6) 11 Rb1 f5 12 a3 (12 f3? Bh6é!) 12... fxe4 (12... Nfé may be 
better) 13 Ndxe4 Nxe4 14 Nxe4 =. In this line 9 Bg5 is accurately answered by 
9... h6! (9... a5 10 Nd2! is good for White) 10 Bxf6 Bxf6 11 b4 Na6 12 a3 
Bg7, and Black will later obtain play on the dark squares. (B) 8 dxe5?! gives 
Black long-term control of d4, (C) 8 Be3! Is very popular and may transpose 
into the previous column, e.g., 8... c6 9 Qc2. 


(i) 11 Qxg4 Bxd4 12 Qd1 Qf6 13 Be3 is slightly better for White. 


(j) After 16 £3 Be6 17 b3 b6 18 Qd2 Rad8 19 g5 f6 20 Rc1 fxg5 21 Bxgs Bf6é 22 Bxf6 
Qxf6 23 Qh6 White had a small edge in Agzamov—Knaak, Tunja 1984. 


(k) The flexible 7 . .. Na6 has become a respectable way to sidestep the main-line 
theory, and is.sharper than 7... Nbd7. On 8 Rel c6 9 Bf1 exd4 (9... Bg4 
10 d5 c5!? 11 h3 Bd7 is closed but slightly favors White) 10 Nxd4 Ng4 11 h3 
Qh6 12 hxg4 Qxd4 13 g5 Qxd1 14 Rxd1 Nc5 15 £3 Be5 16 Rb1 a5 17 Ne2 Re8 
18 Be3 b6 19 b3 is just a small endgame plus for White, Kozul-Smirin, 
Sibenik 2006. 


(1) White can try 10 Bh4 Nh6 11 d5 g5 12 Bg3 £5 13 exf5 +, when White's control 
of e4 gives him the better game. 


(m) Capturing with the f-pawn allows White an edge after 13 Be3. 


(n) 16 b4 c6 17 Rfd1 4, Kramnik—Topalov, Novgorod 1997. Black’s knight is not 
well placed on a6. 


(0) (A) The recent trend and a sharper try is 11... f6!7 12 Bd2 Nh6. Here 13 Be3 
c6 14 c5 Nf7 is OK. M. Gurevich—Lopez Martinez, Andorra 2004, saw 13 c5!? 
Nxc5 14 Qc1 Nf7 15 Nd5 Ne6 16 Nxc7 Nxc7 17 Qxc7 Nd8! 18 Rfci Be6 =. 
(B) 11...Nf6 12 Be3 b6 13 a3 Bb7 14 Qc2 Nc5 15 Bxc5 bxc5 16 Nd2 favors 
White as Black’s pawns are weak. 


(p) 16 c5 Nb8 17 b4 &, A. Spielman-Gallagher, France 2003. 
(q) 10 Nxc6 bxc6 allows Black open lines. White should pospone this capture. 


(r) Also possible Is 11... Nf4 12 Rf2 Nxe2t 13 Rxe2 Ne5 14 b3 a6 15 Bg5 f6 
16 Bh4 with just a small edge to White, Pelletier—Glek, Zurich 2001. 


(s) 14 g4? Bxc3! 15 Qxc3 Qe7 16 Kf2 Qh4t =. 


(t) 16 Bf2 Qb8 17 Rad1 Qb4? (.. . Qb7 +) 18 g4! Be6 19 Nb5 Qxd2 20 Rxd2 Rec8 
21 Bd3 +, Khuzman-Svidler, Haifa 1996. 


(u) A very provocative try. Black threatens... Qh4 


(v) 11 f4 Nf6 12 Bf3 and now 12... Bg4 or 12... Na6 gives Black counterplay 
against the e-pawn. 


(w) 14...Nd7 15 Be3 f6 16 gxf6 Qxf6 17 Rg1 Ne5 18 Raf1 Bh3 19 Rf2 Rf8 20 Rg3 
Qh4 21 f4 Ng4 22 Bxg4 fxg4 23 f5 gxf5 24 Nxf5 Bxf5 25 exf5 +, Shneider- 
Epishin, Uzhgorod 1987. 


(x) White has an advantage in space. Sarkar—Markzon, Philadelphia 2005, con- 
tinued 16 Rgi Be5 (16... Nf8 17 a3 Bd7 18 Ndb5! d5 19 Nd6 d4 20 Nxe8 +) 
17 Be3 Bh3 18 £4 Bg7 19 f5! Bed 20 Qel Ncd 21 Qh4 Bxd4 22 Bxd4 Nxe4 23 
fxg6 fxg6 24 Qxh3 Nxc3 25 Qxc3! c5 26 Bh8 Nxg5 27 Rxg5 Kh7 28 Bd 3 Resigns. 
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KING’S INDIAN DEFENSE 
Classical Variation: 7 d5 (Petrosian), 7 dxe5, 6... Bg4 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 g6 3 Nc3 Bg7 4 e4 d6 5 Nf3 0-0(a) 6 Be2(b) 


37 38 39 40 41 42 
6..... OD vin sainndee ees avec si viteavasiensdanededdeedeK tow seidaiagulckenits enue ed Bg4 
7 OB: cpsacdeareesiiavesteraeces dxe5 Be3 
Abel siceete Na6(i) dxe5 Nfd7(y) 
8 Bg5(c) Nd2(j) Qxd8 0-0(z) 
h6 Ne8(k) Rxd8 c5 
9 Bh4 0-0(1) Bg5(n) d5 
Na6 f5 ReB ,......00e CBS. scecsheess Na6 Na6 
10 Nd2 exf5 Nd5(o) Nxe5 Nd5(v) Ng5 
Qe8(d) gxf5 Nxd5 Re8& Rd6 Bxe2 
11 0-0 f4 cxd5 0-0-0(t) Bxf6 Qxe2 
Nh7 c5 c6 Na6° Bxf6 Bxc3 
12 a3(e) dxc6 Bc4 Rd6 Nxf6t bxc3 
Bd7 bxc6 cxd5(p) Be6 Rxf6 Qa5 
13 b3 Nb3 Bxd5 Nf3 Nxe5 Raci 
h5(f) e4 Nd7\(q) Ne4 Re6 Qa4 
14 £3 Be3 Rc1(r) Nd2 £4. £4 
Bh6 Nac7 h6é Nc5d Re&(w) Nc7 
15 Kh1(g) Qd2(m) Be3 Bh4 Bf3 Rf3(aa) 
Be3(h) Nf6(s) Bc8(u) £6(x) 


(a) 5...c5 6 d5 0-0 7 Bd3 e6 8 0-0 exd5d 9 exd5 Bg4 10 h3 Bxf3 11 Qxf3 Nfd7 
12 Qd1 Ned 13 Be2 +, Seirawan—de Firmian, Los Angeles 1987. 


(b) 6 Be3 e5 (6...Nbd7 7 Nd2 e5 8 d5 Ne8 9 Be2 f5 10 f3 fa?i— 
10 ... Bh6! =—11 Bf2 a5 12 a3 Nef6 13 b4 +, Sultan Khan—Flohr, Prague Ol. 
1931) 7 dxe5 dxe5 8 Qxd8 Rxd8 9 Nd5 Rd7! 10 Nxf6t Bxf6 11 c5 Nc6 12 Bb5 
Rd8 13 Bxc6 bxc6 14 Nd2 Ba6 =, Rivas—J. Polgar, Madrid 1993. 


(c) 8 0-0 Na6 9 Bg5 h6 10 Bh4 Qe8 11 Ne1 Nh7 (11... Nc5 12 £3 Nh5 13. Nb Na6 
14 Nd3 Nf4 15 Nxf4 exf4 16 Qd2 Qe5 17 Rabi =, C. Hansen—Wojtkiewicz, Wijk 
aan Zee 1994; 11... g5 12 Bg3 Nxe4 13 Nxe4 f5 14 Bh5 Qe7 15 £3 fxe4 16 fxe4 
Nc5 oo, Polugaevsky—W. Watson, Sochi 1988) 12 Nd3 f5 13 exf5 (13 £3 Nfé 
14 Bf2 g5 15 c5 Qg6 16 cxd6 cxd6 17 exf5 Bxf5 intending... e4 e [Glek]) 
13... g5 14 Bh5 Qe7 15 Bg3 e4 16 Rel Bxc3 17 bxc3 Bxf5 +, Ivanov—Glek, 
Werfen 1991. 


(d) An interesting try.is 10...h5 11 Bg5 (11 0-0 Bhé 12 £3 Be3t 13 Khi g5 with 
good play for Black) 11...Qe8 12 a3 (12 {3 Bd7 13 Be3 Nh7 14 a3 o) 
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12... Bd7 13 b3 Nh7 14 Be3 h4!? (14... Bf6?!15:h4 +) 15 Qc2 f5 16 f3 Bf6 
17 0-0-0 Bg5 +=, Lerner—Uhlmann, Berlin 1989. 


(e) 12 Kh1f5 13 exf5 gxfS 14 Bh5 Qd7 15 f4 e4 16 h3 Nc5 17 g4 Nfé 18 Bxf6 Rxf6 
19 Qe2 Qe7 =, Panno—Fedorowicz, Lone Pine 1978. 


(f) 13...£5 14 exfS gxfs 15 Bh5 Qc8 16 Be7 Re8! 17 Bxe8?! (17 Bh4 Rfs 
18 Be7 =) 17... Qxe8 18 Bh4 e4 19 Qc2 Qh5 20 Bg3 Rf8 with excellent com- 
pensation for the exchange, Yusupov—Kasparov, Barcelona 1989. 


(g) 15 Rb1 Be3t 16 Bf2 Bc5 17 Bxc5 Nxc5 18 Qc2 Qe7 19 b4 axb4 20 axb4 Na4 
21 Ndi h4 22 Nf2 Nf6é 23 Nd3 Nh5b 24 c5 Qg5 25 Rf2 Bb5 +, Speelman—Timo- 
shenko, London (Lloyds Bank) 1992. 


(h) 16 Rb1 Bc5-17 Qc f5 18 exf5 gxf5 19 BE2 Qg6 20 Bxc5 dxc5 ~, Timoshenko- 
S&hovié, Belgrade 1995. 


(i) 7...Nh5 8 g3 (8 Ngi Nd7! 9 Bxh5 gxh5 10 Qxh5 Nc5 11 Nf3 f5 12 0-0 f4 
13 b4 Nd7 14 Bb2 Qe7 F, Szabo—Boleslavsky, Budapest Candidates 1950) 
8...Na6 (8...£5 9 exf5 Q&% 10 Ng5 Qxfs 11 0-0 Nf6 12 £3 +, Petrosian— 
I. Zaitsev, Moscow 1966; 8... a5 9 h4 Na6 10 Nd2 Nf6 11 g4 +) 9 Nd2 Nfé 
10 h4 c6 11 Nb3 Ne7 12 Bg5 cxd5 13 cxd5 h6 14 Bxf6é! Qxfé 15 Bg4 =, Pet- 
rosian—Gufeld, USSR Chp. 1960. 


(j) 8 Bg5?! hé 9 Bh4 g5 10 Bg3 Nxe4! is fine for Black. 


(k) (A) 8... h5!? is an idea of Hebden’s to gain space on the kingside and play 
moves such as... Nh7 with... £5 to follow. Aginst 9 Rb1 9... c5 helps to 
slow White on the queenside. (B) 8... Kh8 9 a3 c5 10 h4 hd 11 Nf3 Ng4 
12 Ng5 Nh6 13 Be3 f5 14 exf5 Bxf5 15 Qd2 Ng4 16 Bxg4 Bxg4 17 f3 +, Kram- 
nik-Kamsky, Melody Amber 1994. 


(1) 9 a3 c5 10 h4 f5 11 h5 f4?! 12 hxg6 hxg6 13 Bg4 +, Speelman—Ivanchuk, 
Linares 1991. 


(m) Gulko—Kasparov, Riga 1995—the game was agreed drawn at this point. The 
position is double-edged. 


(n) 9 Nd5 (9 Nxe5 Nxe4) 9... Rd7 10 Nxe5 Nxd5 11 Nxd7 Nb4 12 Nxb8 Nc2t 
13 Kd1 Nxa1 14 Bf4 Rxb8 15 Kc1 Bd7 16 Kb1 Re8 17 Bd3 f5 18 £3 fxe4 19 Bxe4 
Bf5 =, Peric-Romero Holmes, Spain 1994. 


(o) (A) 10 0-0-0 h6 11 Be3 c6 (11... Ng4!?) 12 Nel Ng4 13 Bxg4 Bxg4 14 f3 
Be6 =, Siegel-Grischuk, Szeged 1994. (B) 10 0-0 c6 11 Rfd1 Nbd7 12 Rd2 hé 
13 Bxf6 Nxf6 14 Rad1 Be6é +, Karst—Bauer, Gau Algesheim 1994. (C) 10 h3 cé 
11 0-0 Na6 12 Be3 Bf8 13 Nd2 Nc5 =, Elinson—Murey, Israel 1986. 


(p) 12... b5 13 Bb3 Bb7 14 Rei Rc8 15 Be3 a5 is unclear, Golod—Becerra-Rivero, 
ICG 2004. 


(q) (A) 13... Nc6 14 0-0-0 Nb4 15 Bb3 Be6 16 Bxe6 Rxe6 17 Kb1 Na6 18 Rd5 +, 
Prangl—Werbeck, corr. 1993. (B) 13... Na6 14 a3 =. 


(r) 14 Nd2 Nc5d 15 0-0-0 Be6 16 Bxe6 Nxe6 =, K.Georgiev—Sutovsky, Gibraltar 
2006. 


(s) After 16 Bb3 Nxe4 17 Rc7 Be6 the position is equal. 
(t) (A) 11 £4 Na6 12 0-0-0 h6 13 Bh4 Nc5 14 Bf3 go 15 Bf2 Ne6 16 Nxf7 Kxf7 
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17 e5 Nxf4 18 exf6 Bxf6 19 Ne4 Bed =, Ferragut—-Camacho Penate, Cuba 1997. 
(B) 11 Bfa Na6 12 0-0-0 Nc5 13 £3 Nh5 14 Be3 Nxe4 15 Nxe4 Bxe5 16 Bd4 Bfs 
17 Bxe5 Rxe5 18 Nc3 Nf4 =, Bouaziz—Nunn, Szirak Int. 1987, 


(u) 16 Bxg4 Bxg4 17 £3 Bed 18 Bg3 Bxd6 19 Bxd6 Nd3t 20 Kc2 Rad8 21 c5 Nb4t 
22 Kb3 Nd3 23 Kc2 Nb4t 24 Kb3 Nd3 draw agreed, Haag—Pirisi, Balaton- 
bereny 1988. 


(v) (A) 10 0-0 Re8 11 Rad1 h6 12 Bc1 c6 13 Nei Nc5 14 f3 a5 15 Nd3 Bfs =, Pi- 
laste—A. Rodriguez, Havana 1983. (B) 10 Nd2 c6 11 0-0-0 Nc5 12 Be3 Nd3t 
13 Bxd3 Rxd3 14 Nb3 Rxd1t 15 Rxd1 =, Korsunsky—Ziegler, Las Vegas 1993. 
(C) 10 Nxe5 Re8 11 £4 Nc5 12 Bf3 h6 13 Bxf6 Bxf6 14 0-0-0 Bxe5 15 fxe5 c6 =, 
Guseinov—Muratov, Moscow 1995. 


(w) 14... £6? 15 Ng4 h5 16 Nf2 Nc5 17 0-0 Nxe4 18 Nxe4 Rxe4 19 Bd3 +, 
Mueller—Gustavsson, Bruchkoebel 1993. 


(x) 16 Nd3 Bf5 17 Nf2 Bxe4 18 Nxe4 f5 19 0-0-0 fxe4 20 Be2 Nc5d 21 g3 a5 =, Tol- 
stikh—Bagaturov, Pardubice 1995. 


(y) 7...Nc6 8 d5 Bxf3 9 Bxf3 Ne5 10 Be2 c6 11 0-0 Qad 12 f4 Ned7 13 a3 cxd5 
14 exd5 Rfc8 15 b4 +, Eingorn—Mironenko, Alicante 1992. White has a space 
advantage. 


(z) Also good is 8 Ng1 Bxe2 9 Ngxe2 (now if Black plays routinely on the kingside 
with ...e5 and ... f5, all his light squares will be weak) 9... c5 10 0-0 Na6 
11 Rei Ne7 12 Qd2 cxd4 13 Nxd4 Ned 14 b3 Ng4 15 Bg5!? +, Chuchelov— 
Kaminik, Switzerland 1996, White has a Maréczy bind-style space advantage. 


(aa) Black’s king position is very shaky, Shulman—D’Amore, Moscow Ol. 1994. 


KING’S INDIAN DEFENSE 


Sdmisch Variation 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 g6 3 Nc3 Bg7 4 e4. d6 5 f3 0-0 6 Be3(a) 


43 44 45 46 47 48 
6..... A (3 eR ee Ob eines cai CO ckinseeetes (3 eee c6(t) 
7 Qd2 ween. Nge2 d5(i) d5(0) Qd2 Bd3(u) 
a6(b) a6 c6(j) e6 Nbd7 a6 
8 Nge2(c) a3(g) Bd3(k) Qd2 Bd3(q) a4(v) 
Rbs Bd7 cxd5(l) exd5 c5 a5(w) 
9 Ne1(d) b4 cxd5 cxd5 d5(r) Nge2 
e5 Qbs!? Ne8&(m) a6 b5 e5 
10 d5 Nc1 Qd2 a4 cxb5 0-0 
Nd4 b5 f5 Nbd7 Qa5d Na6 
11 Nie2 cxb5 exf5 Nge2 Nge2 Qd2 
Nxe2(e) axb5 gxf5 Re8& Nb6 exd4 
12 Be2 Nb3 Nge2 Ng3 a4 Nxd4 
Nh5 e5 Nd7 h5 axb5 Re8 
13 0-0-0 d5 0-0 Be2 Bxb5 Radi 
f5 Ne7 Khs h4 Ba6 Nc5d 
14 Kb1 Be2 Kh1 Nf1 Bxa6 Bc2 
Nf4(f) Rd8(h) a6(n) h3(p) Qxa6(s) Qe7(x) 


(a) 6 Bg5!? a6 (6... h6!? 7 Be3; 6... Nc6 7 Nge2 a6 8 Qd2 Bd7 9 h4 h5 10 0-0-0 
b5 11 Bh6é e5 12 Nd5 Bxh6 13 Qxhé +, Sadler—Nunn, Hastings 1992/93; fre- 
quently seen is 6... c5 7 d5 e6 8 Qd2 exd5 9 cxd5 which is covered in the 
Benoni. 


(b) 7... 05?! 8 d5 Nd4 9 Nge2 Nxe2 10 Bxe2 +. 


(c) (A) 8 Bd3 Nd7 9 Nge2 e5 10 d5 Nd4 =. (B) 8 h4 h5 9 Bd3 65 =. (C) 8 a3? e5 
9 d5 Nd4 =. 


(d) (A) 9 Bh6 Bxh6 10 Qxh6 5 11 0-0-0 exd4 12 Nxd4 Ne5 13 h4 c5 14 Ne2 Be6 
15 Ne3 b5 16 h5 Rb7 17 Qg5 b4 18 Nd5 Nxd5 19 Qxd8 Rxd8 +, Gvein— 
Burgess, Gausdal 1995, (B) 9 g4 b5 10 h4 h5 11 gxh5 Nxh5 12 cxb5 axb5 
13 0-0-0 b4 +, Djukié-Dragovié, Yugoslavia 1994. (C) 9 h4!? h5 10 Nc1 e5 
11 d5 Nd4 12 Ni1e2 c5 13 dxc6 bxc6 14 Nxd4 exd4 15 Bxd4 Re8 16 Be2 d5 
17 cxd5 cxd5 18 e5 +, Karpov—Kindermann, Baden-Baden 1992. 


(e) 11... 5 12 dxc6 bxc6 13 Nxd4 exd4 14 Bxd4 Re8 15 Be2 d5 16 cxd5 cxd5 
17 e5 Nfd7 18 f4 £6 19 e6 Re6 is about equal. 


(f) 15 Bf1 b6 16 g3 Nh5 17 Be2 Nf6 18 Bg5 Qe8 19 Bd3 fxe4 20 Nxe4 +, Karpov— 
C. Hansen, Groningen 1995. 
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(g) 8 Rb1!? 65 (8 .. . Rb8) 9 d5 Na5 10 Ng3 c5 11 Bd3 b5 12 cxbs axb5 13 Bxbs h5 
14 0-0 +, Gulko—Djurhuus, Copenhagen 1996. 


(h) 15 0-0 c6! =, Brunner—Xie Jun, Bern 1995. 


(i) 7 Nge2 c6 (7... exd4 8 Nxd4 +) 8 Qd2 Nbd7 (8... exd4 9 Nxd4 Re8 10 Be2 
d5 11 exd5 cxd5 12 0-0 Nc6 13 c5 Rxe3 14 Qxe3 Qf8! 15 Ncb5 Qxc5 with good 
play for Black, Gelfand—Kasparov, Linares 1992) 9 0-0-0 a6 10 Kb1 b5 11 Nc1 
exd4 12 Bxd4 Re8 13 Bxf6 Qxf6 14 Qxd6 Qxd6 15 Rxd6 Ned 16 f4 Ng4 17 e5 
Nf2 18 Rg1 Bf5 and Black had excellent compensation, Shirov—Kasparov, 
Dortmund 1992, 


(j) (A) 7... Nh5 8 Qd2 Qh4t (8... £5 9 0-0-0 f4 10 Bf2 Bf6 11 Qe Be7 12 g4 Ng7 
13 h4 Nd7 14 Nge2 +) 9 g3 (9 Bf2 Qf4) 9... Nxg3 10 Qf2 Nxf1 11 Qxh4 Nxe3 
12 Ke2 Nxc4 13 Rc1 Na6 14 Nd1 Nb6 15 Ne3 Bd7 16 Nh3 + —Black’s position 
is solid, but a queen is a queen. (B) 7... Ne8 8 Qd2 f5 9 0-0-0 =. 


(k) 8 Nge2 cxd5 9 cxd5 a6(9... Nbd7) 10 Qd2 Nbd7 11 g4h5 12 h3 Nh7 13 Rg1 
hxg4 14 hxg4 +. 


(1) 8...b5 9 a3 (9 Nge2 bxc4 10 Bxc4 c5 11 a3 Nfd7 12 Qd2 Nb6 13 Bd3 +) 
9...cxd5 10 cxd5 a6 11 Nge2 Ne8 12 0-0 Nd7 13 Kh1 Kh8 14 b4 f5 15 exf5 
gxf5 16 a4 +, Ivanchuk—Piket, Tilburg 1989. 


(m) 9...Nh5 10 Nge2 f5 11 exfs gxfs 12 0-0 Nd7 13 Qd2 Ndf6 (13 .. . a6 14 Bxfs! 
Rxf5 15 g4! +) 14 Khi Kh8 (14... Bd7 15 a4 a6 16 a5 +, Fedorowicz—Sherzer, 
U.S. Chp. 1992) 15 Bg5 Bd7 16 Qc2! favors White, Lautier—Smirin, Birming- 
ham 2006. 


(n) 15 Raci b5 16 Bg5 Bi6 17 Bh6é Bg7 18 Bxg7 Nxg7 19 f4 +, Christiansen—Kozul, 
Biel 1991, 


(0) 7 dxc5 (7 Nge2!?) 7... dxc5 8 Qxd8 (8 e5!? Nfd7 9 f4 f6 10 exf6 exf6—10... 
Nxf6!?—11 Nf3 =) 8... Rxd8 9 Bxc5 (this pawn sacrifice is one of Black’s best 
lines; his counterplay revolves around the dark squares) 9... Nc6 10 Nd5 
(10 Rd1 Rxd1 11 Nxd1 Nd7 12 Ba3 a5 13 Ne3 Nb4 14 Nh3 Nc5 15 Nf2 e6 
16 Be2 b6 +, Razuvaev—Shirov, Germany 1991; 10 Ba3 a5 11 Rd1 Be6 12 Nd5 
Bxd5 13 cxd5 Nb4 14 Bb5 Nc2t 15 Kf2 Nxa3 16 bxa3 Rac8 =, Knaak—Piket, 
Novi Sad Ol. 1990) 10... Nd7 11 Bxe7 Nxe7 12 Nxe7t Kf8 13 Nd5 Bxb2 
14 Rd1 Nc5 15 Ne2 Bd7 16 Nec3 Be6 17 Be2 Rac8 =, Timman-J. Polgar, Paris 
(rapid) 1992. 


(p) 15 g4.Ne5 16 Ng3 Bd7 17 0-0 +, Wallace—Hebden, Hastings Open 1995. Black 
may do better without the advance... h4,... h3. 


(q) Here White could exploit the chance to bring the knight to f2 with 8 Nh3! c5 
9 Nf2 Qa5 10 dxc5 dxc5 11 f4 e5 12 [5 +, Lautier—Inarkiev, Izmir 2004. 


(r) Most solid for White is 9 Nge2 cxd4 10 Nxd4 e6 11 0-0 =. 
(s) 15 Qc2 Rfb8 and Black will have counterplay on the b-file. 


(t) (A) 6...b6 7 Bd3 (7 Qd2!?) 7...a6 8 Nge2 c5 9 e5! Nfd7 10 exd6 Nxd6 
11004 (B)6... Nbd7!? 7 Nh3 c6 8 Qd2 e5 9 d5.cxd5 10 cxd5 a6 11 Nf2 Nh5 
12 Nd3 +, Dragimov—Mittelman, Biel Open 1997. 
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(u) 7 Qd2 a6 8 0-0-0 b5 9 Bhé Bxh6 10 Qxh6 Qa5 11 Kb1 Nbd7 12 h4 Rb8 13 Qd2 
Re8 14 g4 +. Against 8 0-0-0 play in the center is possible. 


(v) 8 Nge2 b5 9 0-0 (9 b3!?; 9cxb5 cxb5—9 . . . axb5!?—10 b4 +) 9... Nbd7 10 a3 
Bb7 11 b4 e5 12 Qb3 +, Seirawan—Fedorowicz, U.S. Chp. 1984. 


(w) 8...Nbd7 9 Nge2 65 10 d5 c5 11 Qd2 Rb8 12 g4 +, Haecker—Kern, Germany 
1988. 


(x) 15 Nb3 Nxb3 16 Bxb3 +, H. Olafsson—Wheeler, St. Martin 1993. 


KING’S INDIAN DEFENSE 


Four Pawns’ Attack 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 g6 3 Nc3 Bg7 4 e4 d6 5 f4 0-0 6 Nf3 
49 50 51 52 53 54 
Giics CO a iciscahs Sie Stence Civ eexland WUE seeive vas ca vaesotautls ieee eas Na6(q) 
7 5 wo cccceeaee dxc5......... Be2 Be2ij22% 2cd05% Bd3 
e6(a) Qa5(f) cxd4 e5 Bg4 
8 Be2(b) Bd3(g) Nxd4 fxe5(r) 0-0 
exd5 Qxc5 Nc6 | dxe5 Nd7 
9 exd5(c) Qe2 Be3(k) d5(s) Be3 
Re8(d) Bg4! Ng4...seesees Bg4!? Nc5 e5 
10 0-0 Be3 Bxg4 Bxg4(o) Bg5(t) fxe5 
Bf5 Qa5(h) Bxd4 Nxg4 h6 c5! 
11 Bd3 0-0 Bxd4 Qxp4 Bxf6 d5 
Qd7 Nc6 Bxg4 Nxd4 Qxfé Nxe5 
12 h3 Rac1 Qda(l) Qd1 b4 Be2 
Na6é Nd7 Nxd4(m) Nc6 Na6(u) Nxf3t 
13 a3 Qf2(i) Qxd4 Rc1 a3 ~ Bxf3 
Nc7(e) Bxf3(j) e5!(n) Qa5(p) c5(v) Bxf3(w) 


(a) 7...b5 8 cxb5 a6 9 a4 e6 (9... Qa5d 10 Bd2 Qb4 11 Qc2 +) 10 dxe6 Bxe6 
11 Be2 axb5 12 Bxb5 Na6 13 0-0 Nb4 14 f5! is good for White, Lalié—Zakié, Yu- 
goslavia 1986. : 


(b) 8 dxe6 fxe6! (recapturing with the bishop is passive) 9 e5 (or 9 Bd3 Nh5 
10 Ne2 Nc6 11 0-0 e5! and White's position is loose) 9... dxe5 10 Qxd8 Rxd8 
11 Nxe5 Nfd7 is fine for Black. 


(c) More frequently played is 9 cxd5, which is covered in the Four Pawns’ Attack 
of the Benoni Defense. 9 e5?! Ne4! 10 cxd5 Nxc3 11 bxc3 Nd7 is good for 
Black. 


(d) A good alternative is 9...Nh5 10 0-0 Bxc3! 11 bxc3 f5 12 Bd3 Ng7 13 Bd2 
Nd7 14 Be1 Nf6 =, Vladimirov—Gligori¢, Yugoslavia 1963. 


(e) 14 4 Bxg4 (14... Bxd3 15 Qxd3 b5 o) 15 hxg4 Qxg4t 16 Kh2 b5 isat least 
equal for Black, Conquest—Mestel, Hastings 1986/87. 


(f) 7... dxc5?! 8 Qxd8 (8 Bd3 Nc6 9 e5 Nb4 10 Bb1 Qxd1t 11 Nxd1 Ne8 12 Be3 
b6 13 Be4 Rb8 14 a3 Na6 15 Nc3 +, Grétarsson—Mossin, Reykjavik 1994) 
8... Rxd8 9 e5 Nfd7 10 Nd5 is a slight edge for White. 


(g) 8 Bd2 Qxc5 9 b4 Qbé (9... Qxb4 10 Na4 Qa3 11 Bc1 = 9...Qc7 10 Rc1 Bg4 
11 h3 Bxf3 12 Qxf3 Nc6 13 Nd5 Qd8 14 Bc3 e6 +, Harald—Uhlmann, East Ger- 
man Chp. 1983) 10 Bd3 Bg4 11 Rb1i Nc6 12 h3 Bxf3 13 Qxf3 e5 14 Be3 Qd8 
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15 f5 a5 16 b5 Nb4 17 Bg5 h6 18 Bxf6 Qxf6é 19 0-0 draw agreed, Dorfman— 
Sznapik, Warsaw 1983. 4 


(h) 10... Qc7 11 0-0 Nbd7 12 Raci e5 13 f5 pxf5 14 exfS Rae8 15 Ne4 Qcé 16 Bg5 
d5?! (16... h6 =) 17 cxd5 Qxd5 18 h3 Bxf3,.Grétarsson—Molvig,: Copenhagen 
1994, and now 19 gxf3! is good for White. 


£ 
(i) 13 Qd2 Bxf3 14 Rxf3 Nc5 15 Bb1 Rfc8 16 Rf2 Na4 17 Nd1 Qxd2 =, Spraggett— 
Barlov, Candas Open 1992. 


(j) 14 gxf3 Nc5 15 Bb1 Na4 16 Nxa4 Qxa4 17 Rfd1 Rac8 18 b3 Qa5 is about equal, 
Topalov—Dolmatov, Bulgaria 1995, 


(k) 9 Nc2 Be6 10 0-0 Rc8 11 Rb1 a6 12 b3 b5 13 cxb5 axb5 14 Bf3 Qa5 and Black 
has active play, Korn—Richter, corr. 1958. 


(1) 12 Qxg4 Nxd4 13 Qd1 Nc6 14 0-0 Qb6 (14... Qa5 15 Kh1 Qb4 16 Qe2 Na5?! 
17 Nd5 +, Pomar-—Geller, Stockholm Int. 1962) 15 Rf2 Qc5 16 b3 Rae8 17 Nd5 
Nb4 =, Martz—Visier, Lanzarote 1974. 


(m) 12... Be6 13 b3 Nxd4 14 Qxd4 Qa5 =, Eslon—Westerinen, Rilton Cup 1987. 


(n) 14 fxe5 Qh4 15 Qf2 (15 g3 dxe5 16 Qxe5 Qh3 + [Uhlmann]) 15... Qxf2 
16 Kxf2 dxe5 =, Uhlmann—Fischer, Leipzig Ol. 1960. 


(o) (A) 10 Nxc6 Bxe2 11 Nxd8 Bxd1 12 Rxd1 Rfxd8 =, Berthold—Tal, Munich 
1958. (B) 10 Nf3 e5 11 fxe5 dxe5 12 0-0 Qa5 =, Uhlmann-Geller, Dresden 1959. 


(p) 14 a3 £5 15 exf5 Qxf5 (15 ... Rxf5!?, Bisguier-Evans, New York 1967) 16 0-0 
Kh8 17 b4 Rac8 18 Qd2 b6 =, Benko—Reshevsky, Los Angeles 1963. 


(q) (A) 6... 57! 7 fxe5 dxe5d 8 d5 (8 Nxed c5! is good for Black as 9 d5 runs into 
9...Nxe4) 8... Nbd7 9 Bd3 NcS 10 Bc2 a5 11 0:0 Qd6 12 Qel Bd7 
13 Qh4 +, Alekhirie-Ed. Lasker, New York 1924. (B) 6... c6?! is passive. 
Black must hit White’s center quickly. 


(r) 8 dxe5 dxe5 9 Qxd8 Rxd8 10 Nxe5 Nc5S 11 Bf3 Be6 12 Nd5 Nfd7 13 Nxd7 
(13 Nxc7 Nxe5 14 fxe5 Bxc4!) 13... Rxd7 14 0-0 Bd4 15 Kh1 Nd3 is good for 
Black. 


(s) 9 Nxe5 c5 10 Be3 Nb4! is a strong idea from Arizmendi. 


(t) 10 Qez Nfxe4!? 11 Nxe4 Bf5 12 Bd3 Bxe4 13 Bxe4 f5 14 Bxf5 gxf5 15 0-0 e4 
16 Be3 Nd3 17 Nd4 is unclear. 


(u) 12...Nd7 13 c5?! a5 14 a3 axb4 15 axb4 Rxal 16 Qxal Qf4 17 g3 Qe3 F, 
Hausner—Khalifman, Bundesliga 1991. 


(v) 14 Rb1 Bd7 15 b5 Nc7 16 d6 Ne6 17 Nd5 Qd8 18 Qd2 Nd4 19 0-0 Be6 20 Nxd4 
Bxd5 21 Nc6 bxc6 22 cxd5 cxb5 23 Rxb5 Qxd6 24 Qad f5 25 Rxc5 fxe4 26 Rc6 
Rxf1 27 Bxf1 Qf8 28 Rxg6 draw agreed, Lautier—Kasparov, Amsterdam (Euwe 
Memorial) 1995. 


(w) 14 Qxf3 Qe7! =, Parker—Gallagher, Birmingham 2001. 


KING’S INDIAN DEFENSE 


Miscellaneous White Fifth Moves 
(including Averbakh System) 


1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 g6 3 Nc3 Bg7 4 e4 d6 


55 56 57 58 59 60 
Be LAB s csi adeieteauervcanianscs Be 2 sisi sciwisvarienscueewase Bd3.......... Nge2 
0-0 0-0 0-0 (q) 0-0(v) 
6 Nf3.......... Bg5(d) Bg5(g) Nge2 Ng3 
e5(a) c6(e) CO. ieielet.y Nbd7(n) Nc6(r) h5(w) 
7 d5(b) Bd3 d5(h) Qd2 0-0 Be2(x) 
Nh5 e5 e6(i) c6(o) e5(s) h4 
8 Be3 d5 Qd2(j) Nf3 d5 Nf1 
Na6é Na6é exd5 d5 Nd4 Nc6(y) 
9 Nh2 Nge2 exd5(k) exd5 Nxd4 d5 
Qes Nc5 Re&(I) cxd5 exd4 Ne5 
10 Be2 Be2 Nf3 0-0 Nb5 h3 
Nf4 Qb6 Bg4 a6 Re8 c6 
11 ~=2BE3 0-0 0-0 Ne5 Rel Bg5 
5 cxd5 Nbd7 dxc4 a6! Qad 
12 ~=ih4?! cxd5 h3 Bxc4 Nxd4 Nd2 
Qe7 Bd7 Bxf3 Qc7 Nxd5 b5 
13 g3 Rbi Bxf3 Bb3 cxd5(t) 0-0 
Nb4(c) a5(f) a6(m) Nxe5(p) Bxd4 (u) bxc4(z) 


(a) 6...c6 (6... Nbd7!?) 7 Be3 a6 8 Bd3 b5 9 cxb5 cxbd 10 a3 , J. Medina— 
Clemente, Spain 1993. 


(b) 7 dxe5 dxe5 8 Qxd8 Rxd8 =. 
(c) 14 Qb3 Nfd3t 15 Ke2 f4! +, Kavalek—Kasparov, Bugojno 1982. 


(d) 6 Be3 e5 7 d5 Na6(7...Nh58g3+;7...Ne8 8 g4f5 9 gxf5 pxf5 10 exf5 Bxf5 
11 Nge2 Nd7 12 Ng3 +, Dzindzichashvili—-Rohwer, Philadelphia 1993) 8 g4 
Nod 9 f3 a5 10 Qd2 cé 11 dxc6?! (11 Nge2) 11... bxc6 12°0-0-0 Nb7 13 c5 d5 
14 exd5 Nxd5 =, G6mez—Topalov, Seville 1992. 


(e) Very flexible is Cebalo’s 6 . . . Qe8! which keeps options open. For example 
7 Be2 (7 Nf3 e5 8 d5 Nh5 9 Be2 Nf4=) 7... Na6 8 Nf3 e5 9 d5 Nh5 10 g3 f6=, 
Gyimesi—Shirov, Moscow 2001. Less good is the immediate 6... Na6 7 Bd3 
e5 8 d5 Qe8 9 p4 +, Beliavsky—Kozul, Portoroz% 1997. 


(f) 14 Qd2 +, Ivanchuk—Kasparov, Novgorod 1994. 
(g) The Averbakh System. 
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(bh) 7 dxc5 Qa5! 8 Bd2 Qxc5 9 Nf3 Nbd7 (9... Bg4! and... Nc6 is equal) 10 Be3 
Qa5d 11 Nd2 2, Ubilava—Westerinen, Spain 1993. 


(i) 7... b5!? 8 cxb5 a6 9 a4 Qad 10 Bd2 is a speculative pawn sacrifice, 
Kaidanov—Schrage, Cincinnati 1992. 


(j) (A) 8 Nf3 exd5 9 cxd5 (9 Nxd5 Be6 =) 9...h6 is a good Benoni Defense. 
(B) 8 dxe6?! Bxe6 =. 


(k) 9 cxd5 Re8 is a Benoni position in which Black has reasonable play. 


(1) 9... Qb6!? 10 Nf3- Bf5 11 Nh4 Ne4 12 Nxe4 Bxe4 13 £3 Qxb2 14 Rc1 h6 
..15 Bxh6 Qxd2 16 Bxd2 +. 


(m) 14 a4 Qc7 15 a5 h5 16 Qc2 Nh7 17 Bd2 &, Kaidanov—Kamsky, U.S. Chp. 1993. 


(n) Solid is 6 ...Na6 7 Qd2 (7 f4 c6 8 Nf3 Nc7 9 Qd2 b5! 10 Bxf6 exfé! 11 exd5 
cxd5 =) 7...e5 8 d5 c6 9 f3 cxd5 10 cxd5 Bd7 11 g4 h6 12 Be3 hd =, 
Houchard-Ye Jiangchuan, Belfort 2000. 


(0) 7... 5 8 d5 Nc5 9 f3 a5 10 0-0-0 Bd7 11 Kb1 Qe8 12 g4 +, Alburt—Cebalo, 
Taxco Int. 1985. 


(p) 14 dxe5 Qxe5 15 Rfel Qd6 16 Qe2 Qcd 17 Bxf6 exf6 18 Nd5 with an initiative 
worth more than the pawn, Gelfand—Svidler, Groningen 1996. 


(q) 5...e5 6 d5 a5 7 Nge2 Na6 8 f3 Nd7 9 Be3 Bhé 10 Qd2 Bxe3 11 Qxe3 c6?! 
(11 ... 0-0!?) 12 Qh6 Ndc5 13 Rd1 +, Seirawan—Ivanchuk, Groningen 1997. 


(r) 6...e5 7d5 =. 


(s) (A) 7...Nhb5 8 Be3 e5 9 d5 Ne7 10 Qd2 f5 11 exfS gxf5 12 Bgs f4 13 f3 2, 
Christiansen—Gallagher, Bern 1996. (B) 7... Nd7 8 Be3 (8 Bc2!7} 8... e5 9 d5 
Ne7 (9...Nd4 10 Bc2 Nxc2t 11 Qxc2 +) 10 Ng3 h5 11 h3 h4 12 Nge2 f5 
13 exf5 gxf5 14 f4 +, Seirawan-J. Polgar, Melody Amber (rapid) 1994. 


(t) 13 exd5 Rxe1t 14 Qxe1 Bxd4 =. 
(u) 14 Qc2 Bd7 =. 


(v) (A) 5...c6 6 Ng3 h5 7 Be2 a6 8 0-0 b5 9 e5 dxe5 10 dxe5 Qxd1 11 Rxd1 +, 
Novikov—van Wely, Helsinki 1992. (B) 5... c5?! 6 dxc5! dxc5 7 Qxd8 Rxd8 
8 Be3 =. 


(w) (A)6...Nc6!? 7d5 Ne5 8 Be2h5 9 0-0h410 Nh1=. (B)6...e57d5a5 8 Be2 
Na6 9 h4 c6 10 h5 cxd5 11 cxd5 Ncd 12 Be3 Qhb6 13 Rb1 Bd7 14 Nf1 a4 
15 Nd2 +, Lutz—Gelfand, Horgen 1994. 


(x) (A) 7 Bg5 Nh7 8 Be3 e5 9 d5 h4 10 Nge2 Bf6 11 Qd2 Bg5 12 0-0-0 Bxe3 
13 Qxe3 Qg5 =. (B) 7 h4 e5 (7...Nc6!?) 8 d5 Nh7 9 Be2 Bf6 10 Be3 Nd7 
11 Qd2 Bxh4 =, Farrell—-Rowson, Scotland 1994. 


(y) 8...c5 (8... h3!?) 9 d5 b5!? 10 cxb5 a6 F. 
(z) 14 Nxc4 Nxc4 15 Bxc4 Rb8 16 Qe2 Rxb2!? 17 Qxb2 Nxe4 =. 


15 


16 


(a) 8h3 exd4!? (8... c6 9 e4 is back in the column) 9 Nxd4 Nb6!? 10 b3 d5 11 Ba3 
Re8 12 c5 Nbd7 13 c6 Ne5 14 cxb7 Bxb7 15 Rc1 Rc8 16 Na4 Ne4 17 Nc5 Nxc5 


‘(b) 17 Qc2 Nfd7 18 f4 +, Wojtkiewicz—Bjarnason, New York Open 1994. As often 


KING’S INDIAN DEFENSE 


Fianchetto System: Classical Variation 


61 62 
c6 
h3 
exd4......00 Re& ......s00s 
Nxd4 Be3(c) 
Re8& exd4 
Rb1 Nxd4 
a5 Nc5 
Rel Qc2 
Nc5 Qe7 
b3, Rfe1 
Nh5 Bd7 
Be3 £3(d) 
Qe7 Nh5 
Qd2 Kh2 
Qfs f5 
Rbdi exf5 


Nf6(b) Nxg3!(e) 
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c5(f) 
dxc5 


dxe5 
Ne& 


Be3!(g) 
Nc7(h) 


Ndz2 
Qaé6 (i) 
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Bf1 
Rea(j) 
Nb3 
Qc7 
£4 
Ned7 
Bg2 
a5 


Be3 
a4(k) 


18 Bxc5 Nd7 =, Akopian—Avrukh, Amsterdam 2005. 
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happens in this variation, White has a space advantage. 


(c) These lines have numerous transpositional possibilities, 


1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 g6 3 g3 Bg7 4 Bg2 0-0 5 Nc3 dé 6 Nf3 Nbd7 7 0-0 e5 
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Bg2 
Ng4 


d5 
Nf2 


Rf1 
Bf5(n) 


(d) When Black’s rook on e8 is not protected, the move f3 can be omitted. 


(e) (A) 17 Kxg3 Bxd4! 18 Bxd4 Qg5t =. Black regains the piece with a good game. 
(B) 17 Bf2!? Qfé 18 Bxg3 Qxd4 19 fxg6 Qd3! and despite his material edge 
White is worse, Portisch—Groszpeter, Hungary 1993. (C) 17 fxg6?! Nh5 
18 gxh7t Kh8 19 f4 Qh4 20 Nf3 Qg3t 21 Kgi Nxf4 was good for Black in 


(f) This is the sharpest reply against 9 . .. Qb6. Also playable is 10 Re1 Ne8 11 d5 
c5 12 Bd2 Qd8 13 Re2 f6 14 Qc2 +, when White had the more flexible posi- 
tion in Gutman—Benjamin, London 1987, 


Ionov—Z. Almasi, Tilburg 1994. 
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(g) Also reasonable is 12 e6 fxe6 13 Ng5 Ne5 14 f4 Nf7 15 Nxf7 Bd4t 16 Kh2 Rxf7 
17 e5 Qc7 18 h4 with good compensation for the pawn, Gaprindashvilli— 
Kotronias, Philadelphia 2000. 


(h) 12... Qxb2 13 Na4 Qb5 14 Rb1 Qa5d 15 Qc2 b6 16 Nd2 Nxe5 17 f4 Nd7 
18 e5 +. White has both development and space. ‘ 


(i) 16...Nxe5 17 £4 Nd3 18 Nxc4 Nb4 19 Qb3 puts Black in difficulties. After 
16... Qa6 17 £4 b5 18 Nc3 Bh6 19 Nf3 Ndc5 20 b3 Qa3 21 Rabi Nd3 22 Bf1! 
White had the better of a complicated struggle, Mikhalchishin—Kotronias, Yu- 
goslavia 1997. 


(j} 12... Be6!? 13 fa (13 Nxe6 fxe6 14 Kg2 Rad8 15 Bd2 Qc7 16 f4 Nf7 =, Nar- 
cisco—Damjanovic, Mondarez 2002) 13 . .. Nxc4 14 Nxe6 fxe6 15 Kg2 d5 
16 e5 Ne8 17 Bxc4 dxc4 18 Qd4 Nd7 19 Qxc4 =, K. Georgiev—Ivanisevic, 
Karadjorde 2004. 


(k) 17 Nd4 Nc5 18 Bf2 h5!? 19 Qc2 Bd7 20 Nf3 a3! was fine for Black in 
Wojtkiewicz—Forster, Geneva 1997. 


(1) 9...Ne8 10d5 c5 11 Bg5 f6 12 Be3 Qe7 13 Qd2 (13 Nh4! is stronger) 13... {5 
14 Rac1 Nef6 15 Ng5 +, Kornyushin—Saltaev, Vladivostok 1995. Black’s posi- 
tion is loose. 


(m) 17 axb5 axb5 18 Qb3 Rxa1 19 Rxai b4 20 Nd5 +, Milos—Fedorowicz, Buenos 
Aires 1991. Black’s queenside is wide open. 


(n) 17 Qb3 Nh3t 18 Kh1 Nf2t 19 Kg1 Qc8 20 Nd1 Nxd1 21 Qxd1 Be4 and White 
found himself seriously cramped by Black’s e3 pawn in Maiwald—Ketevan, 
Germany 1994, 
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15 


16 


(a) Since White has to castle anyway 


KING’S INDIAN DEFENSE 


Fianchetto System: Panno Variation 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 g6 3 g3 Bg7 4 Bg2 0-0 5 Nc3 d6 6 Nf3 Nc6 7 0-0(a) 


67 68 69 70 71 72 
washes OD ciscenes eee RDB ei oleice ede ee eeu hence ee te enek tes eee BED 

d5(b) h3(h) d5(k)........ Bp5:csiecets sa h3(q) Ne1(u) 
Ne7 a6 Nad Rbs Rbs Qc8(v) 
c5!?(c) e4 Nd2 Rci Be3(r) e4 
Ne&(d) Nd7(i) c5 Bd7 b5 Bh3 
cxd6 Be3 Qc2 e4 cxb5(s) Nc2 
cxd6(e) Na5(j) Rba()) Bg4 axb5 Bxg2 
e4(f) b3 b3 h3 Re1 Kxg2 
5 b5 b5 Bxf3 Na5 e5 
exf5 cxb5 Bb2 Bxf3 b3 d5 
gxf5 axb5 Bh6(m) e5 b4 Ne7 
Qb3 Qd2 £4 dxe5 Na4 3 
hé b4 bxe4 Nxe5 Bd7 Nd7 
Nh4 Nd5 bxe4 Be2 Qc2 b4 
Nf6é c5 e5(n) h6 Bb5 a5 
£4 Bh6 dxe6 Be3 Re1 a3 
e4 e6 Bxe6 b5 c6 axb4 
Rd1 Bxg7 Nd5 exb5 Nb2 axb4 


Qa5(g) Kxg7 = Rxb2(o) axb5(p) Nd5(t) Rxa1(w) 


transpose. 


(b) 8 dxe5 dxe5. 9 Qxd8 Rxd8 10 Bg5 Be6 is equal. 


(c) This is White’s most aggressive continuation. (A) The main alternative is 
9 e4!?. After 9... Ne8 10 Nei f5 11 Nd3 Nf6 12 Bg5 hé 13 Bxf6 Rxf6 14 f4 exf4 
15 Nxf4 Kh7 16 Qd3 Rf8 17 Rael White was better in Kasparov—Ivanchuk, 
Riga 1995. 9... Bg4?! 10 h3 Bd7 11 c5! Ne8 12 cxd6 Nxd6 13 Rel is pleasant 
for White. Black usually needs his light-squared bishop to help with the king- 
side attack. 9... Nd7 is inferior to 9...Ne8 as it leaves e6 very weak, 
(B) 9 b4!l? Nd7 10 Rb1 a5 11 a3 h6 12 e4 f5 13 exf5 (necessary, otherwise 
Black’s kingside push becomes dangerous after... £4) 13 ... exf5 14 Nh4 e4 
15 Qb3 Ned 16 f3 was slightly better for White in Karpov—J. Polgar, Dos Her- 


manas 1993. 


(d) 9... dxc5? 10 Nxed is very bad for Black. 


(e) 10 .. . Nxd6 is possible but is not as reliable as the column move. 
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this is the most flexible. 7 d5 or 7 h3 may 


(f} An interesting alternative for White here is 11 a4!?, 


(g) 17 Bh3 Bd7 18 Be3 h5 19 a4 +, M. Horvath—Valach, Trencin 1995. Black is 
bottled up. 7 


(bh) 8 d5?! exposes White to rapid queenside play in which Black benefits from 
having played ...Rb8 rather than... a6: 8... Na5 9 Nd2 Nd7 10 Qc2 Ned 
11 b3 c6 12 Bb2 b5 13 dxc6 bxc4 14 Nxc4 Naxc4 15 bxc4 Bf5 16 Qc1 Rb4 
17 c7 Qd7 18 Nd5 Rxb2 19 Resigns, Timman—Nijboer, Dutch Team Chp. 1997. 


(i) 9... b5 is a main alternative, e.g., 10 e5 Nd7 11 e6 fxe6 12 d5 exd5 13 cxd5 
Na7 14 Nd4 Nf6 15 Re1 b4! 16 Nce2 c5 with counterplay, Partenheimer— 
Nunn, Bundesliga 2001. 


(j) 10... e5 11 d5 Ne7 12 Qd2 Kh8 13 Ne1 is a shade better for White, according 
to Htibner. 


(k) Nowadays this long variation is considered one of the main lines. 
(1) 10... e5 is a playable way of sidestepping the main variation. 


(m) 12... h5!? 13 h3 (13 Rae1 bxc4 14 bxc4 h4 is okay) 13 . . . bxc4 14 bxc4 5 =, 
Rogazenko—Magal, Istanbul 2000. 


(n) 14... Ng4!? 15 Nd1 Rxb2 16 Qxb2 Bg7 17 Qc e5! 18 dxe6 Bxe6 19 Rb1 Bd4t 
20 Kh1 Re8 with fair compensation for the exchange, Khalifman—Radjabov, 
Moscow 2002. 


(0) 17 Qxb2 Bg7 18 Qa3 Nxc4 19 Nxc4 Nxd5 20 Raci Nb4 21 Rfdi1 d5 22 Kh1 dxc4 
23 Rxd8 Rxd8 24 Qa5 Rd2 25 Qxc5 Nxa2 26 Rb1 Bb2 27 Qe3! was very good 
for White in Baburin—Polzin, Gifhorn 1992. 


(p) The position is roughly equal, Ivanchuk-Shirov, Linares 1995. 


(q) 8 e4 Bg4 9 Be3 Nd7 10 Ne2 NaS! (10. . .e5 11 d5 Ne7 12 Ne1 Nbé6 13 Rc1 +) 
11 Rel c5 12 b3 Nc6 13 d5 Nb4 14 a3 Bxf3 15 Bxf3 Nd3!=, Avrukh—Bologan, 
Istanbul 2003. 


(r) 9 a4!? Na5 10 b3 c5 11 Bd2 Qbé6 12 dxc5 Qxb3? 13 Nd5 Nxd5 14 Bxa5 Qxc4 
15 Re1 Qa2 16 Ng5 e6 17 e4 b6é 18 cxd6 was winning for White in Sturua—Ata- 
lik, Athens 1993. 


(s) 10 Nd2 is worth considering. After 10...Na5 11 cxb5 axb5 12 b4 Nec4 
13 Nxc4 bxc4 14 b5 White’s passed a-pawn will cause trouble. 


(t) 17 Bd2 c5 gave Black good play in Voskanian—Zaitsev, Budapest 1995. 


(u) (A) 8 Nh4 (generally speaking this is inferior to 8 Ne1 since from h4 the knight 
can only return to f3, while from e1 it can relocate to c2) 8... Bd7 9 h3!? 
(9e4e5 10d5 Nd4 11 Be3 c5 12 dxc6 bxc6 13 Bxd4 exd4 14 Qxd4 Nd5 is fine 
for Black) 9... Ne8 10 d5 Na5 11 Qd3 c5 12 Bd2 a6 13 Rbi b5 14 b3 Rb8 
15 Ne4 and White had a slight edge in I Ivanov—Remlinger, Reno 1991. 
(B) 8 b3 Ne4 9 Bb2 Nxc3 10 Bxc3 Be4 11 Qd2 d5 is fine for Black—8 b3 isa 
rather insipid approach. (C) 8 d5!? Na5 9 Nd2 c6 10 e4 Bg4 11 f3 Bd7 12 Khi 
cxd5 13 cxd5 b5 14 Nb3 leaves White with more space. 


(v) After 8...Na5 9 e4 Bg4 10 f3 Bd7 11 Qd3 c5 12 d5 a6 13 b3 bd 14 Rb1 e6 
15 g4 White had a pronounced space advantage in Wojtkiewicz—Rasik, Bu- 
dapest 1993. 


(w) 17 Nxa1 f5 18 Nb3 b6 19 Bg5 with advantage, Maiwald—Vogt, Germany 1995. 
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KING’S INDIAN DEFENSE 


Fianchetto System: Minor Lines 


1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 g6 3 93, Bg7 4 Bg2 0-0 5 Nc3(a) d6 


73 74 
GD vais Sia sere eatacaieiblale cieare neta y cies 
7 0-0 
Nc6(b) 
8 (6 Geer cats dxc5 
Na5 dxc5 
9 Nd2 Be3(f) 
e5(c) Nd7(g) 
10 a3(d) Qd2 
b6 Nb6 
11 e4 b3 
Nes Qxd2 
12 b3 Bxd2 
£5 Bf5 
13 exf5 Racl1 
gxf5 Rad8 
14 Bb2/ Be3 


Nb7(e) Nd4(h) 


(a) White can vary the order of his moves, interchanging g3, Bg2, Nc3, Nf3, and 


0-0. 


(b) 7... cxd4?! 8 Nxd4 Nbd7 leaves White with the freer game. Instead of 
8... Nbd7, Black can sacrifice a pawn with 8.. 
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OD i éésewiieds 
cexd5 


Nd4 
dxc4!?(j) 


Nxe6 
fxe6 


Bxb7 
Nbd7 


Bxa8 
Rxa8(k) 


Bda(l) 
d5(m) 
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Qa6(n) 
b3 

d5 

Ned 
Nbd7(o) 
cxd5 
Qxd3 


Nxd3 
Nxd5(p) 


Bb2 
Nxc3(q) 
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Bg4(r) 


h3 
Bxf3 


Bxf3 
Nbd7 


Qe2 
Ne&(s) 
Rd1i 
c5 


dxc5 
Bxc3 


. exd6 


Nxd6é(t) 


d5 
Nfs 


e4 
Nh5 


Be3 
5 


exf5 
axf5(v) 


. Nc6 9 Nxc6 bxc6 10 Bxc6 


Bh3 11 Bxa8 Qxa8 12 £3 Bxf1 13 Kxf1 but his compensation is dubious. 


(c) 9... a6 transposes into the Panno Variation. 


(d) After 10 dxe6 Bxe6 11 Nd5 Rb8 12 a4 Ng4 13 Ra3 Ned 14 b3 f5 White looks to 


be better despite the rook on a3, Fernandes-—Silva, Portugal 1994. 


(e) 15 Qe2 Nf6 16 Rae1 +, Sideif-Zade—Shevelev, Poland 1991. White’s pieces are 


better placed and Black’s queenside is always a problem. 


(f) (A) The main alternative is 9 Bf4, when play could continue 9... 
(10 e3 Nxf3t 11 Bxf3 Nd7! =) 10. 


1995. 
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Nd4 10 Be5 
. Nc6 11 Qxd8 Rxd8 12 Bc7 Rd7 13 Bf4 with 
just a minor edge to White. (B) 9 Qbs Qa5 10 Bd2 Nd4 11 Nxd4 cxd4 12 Qb5 
Qd8 13 Nd5 Nxd5 14 Bxd5 Rb8 is very equal, Nogueiras—Sorin, St. Martin 


(g) Most common is (A) 9... Be6 when White has 10 Qa4 Nd4 11 Rac1! Nd7 
12 b3 Qc8 13 Rfd1 +, Khalifman—Yrjola, Izmir 2004. (B) 9... b6!? 10 Ned 
Nxe5 11 Bxa8 Nxc4 is an interesting exchange sacrifice. 


(hb) The position is equal. White cannot realistically expect any advantage after 
8 dxc5. 


(i) The system starting 7... Qa5 is the Kavalek System. Here Black could also try 
8... Qa6é 9 b3 b5 10 Nd2 Bb7 11 Bb2 Nbd7 12 e4 bxc4 13 Nxc4 Nb6 14 Ne3 
Rac8 with chances for both sides, Velickovic—Topalovic, Pula 2001. 


(j} 10... Bd7 11 cxd5 gives White an advantage in space. 


(k) For the exchange Black has one pawn, good development, and a massive cen- 
tral phalanx. 


(1) After 14 Qa4!? Qxa4 15 Nxa4 Ne4! 16 Be3 d5 17 Rac Nb6 Black stood slightly 
better in Schone—Muse, Germany 1991. 


(m) 15 Be1 Qa6 16 Rb1 Rc8 17 £3 Qc6 18 24 Nb6 19 a4 a6 20 a5 Nbd7 21 Na4 Rb8 
22 b3 Ne8! left Black with a tremendous position in Portisch—-P. Cramling, 
Prague 1995. 


(n) 9...d5 10 exd5 cxd5 11 Qb5 Qxb5 12 Nxb5 Rc8 13 Bf4 with activity. 


(o) 11... Rd8 12 Rd1 dxc4 13 Nxc4 Nd5 14 Ne4 Bf5 15 Bb2 Nd7 16 Qd2 b5 
17 NaS with a slight pull. 


(p) 13... exd5? is answered by 14 Nf4! +, 


(q) 15 Bxc3 c5 16 d5! Bxd5 17 Bxd5 Bxc3 18 Rac1 Bf6 19 Bxb7 Rab8 20 Bc6 Ne5 
21 Nxe5 Bxe5 22 Rxc5 and White was up a clear pawn in Karpov—van der 
Wiel, Amsterdam 1988. 


(tr) (A) 8... e5 9 d5 cxd5 10 cxd5 Nbd7 11 Nd2 and Black’s queen is misplaced. 
(B) 8... Qh5!? 9 e5 (9 Re1!? Bg4 10 Qd3 tries to take advantage of Black’s 
queen) 9...dxe5 10 Nxe5 Ng4 11 Nf3 Rd8 12 h3 Nh6 13 Nez2! is good for 
White. 


(s) If 11 .. .e5 12 d5 and Black’s lack of active play leaves him worse. 


(t) After 15 bxc3 Ne5 16 Bg2 Nexc4 17 Bf4 e5 18 Bh6 Rfc8 Black had problems in 
Baburin—-L. Kaufman, New York 1997. 


(u) 6...c6 7 Nge2 a5 8 b3 Na6 9 0-0 e5 10 Bb2 Re8 11 a3 Rb8 12 h3 h5 13 Qe2 
Be6 was equal in Petrosian—Larsen, Santa Monica 1966. 


(v) 15 Qc2 Ng6 and chances are equal. 
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KING’S INDIAN DEFENSE 


2 Nf3 g6 
1 d4 Nfé 2 NPS g6 
79 80 81 82 83 - 84 
3 Chica Bg5 ists vende BE4 .... 2.00 NC3.....0000 Nbd2........ c3(y) 
Bg7 Bg7(g) Bg7 d5 Bg7 -Bg7 
4 Nc3 c3 e3 Bf4(q) e4 Nbd2(z) 
0-0(a) 0-0(h) 0-0 Bg7 0-0(v) d5 
5 _ Bg5(b) Nbd2 h3 e3 Bd3 e3 
c5 dé(i) d5(n) 0-0 dé 0-0 
6 d5(c) e4(j) Be2 Be2 0-0(w) Bd3 
d6 Nc6 c5 c5(r) Nh5 Nbd7 (aa) 
7 e3 Be2 c3(o) Ne5(s) Re1 0-0 
h6(d) e5 Nc6 Nc6 e5 c5 
8 Bh4 dxe5(k) Nbd2 0-0 c3 Rel 
g5(e) dxe5 (1) Nd7 cxd4(t) Nc6 Qc7 
9 Bg3 0-0 0-0 exd4 dxe5 e4 
Nh5 Qes e5 Qb6! dxe5 dxe4 
10 Bd3 Qc2 dxe5 Nxc6 Bf1 Nxe4 
5 hé Ndxe5 Qxc6 Be6 Nxe4 
11 0-0 Bh4 Nxe5 Rel Bbs (x) Bxe4 
e5(f) Nh5(m) Nxe5(p) a6(u) Ne7 = cxd4 = 


(a) 4...d65 Bg5 hé 6 Bh4 g5 7 Bg3 Nhb 8 e3 Nd7 9 Nd2 Nxg3 10 hxg3 c5 with 
chances for both sides, Summerscale—Habibi, Scuoi 2001. 


(b) The idea of 5 Bg5 instead of 5 e4 is the Smyslov System, where White gener- 
ally aims for a slow buildup while sidestepping a lot of theory. 


(c) 6 e3 cxd4 7 exd4 d5! is fine for Black. 


(d) 7... Bf5 8 Nd2 h6 9 Bh4 Qb6!? is reasonable, Efimenkov—Nataf, Montreal 
2005. 


(e) 8...b5!? is a Benko Gambit-style option: 9 cxb5 a6 10 Nd2 e6 11 dxe6 Bxe6 
12 Be2 axb5 with interesting play. , 


(f) 12 dxe6 Bxe6 with level chances, Speelman—Nataf, Esbjerg 2001. 
(g) 3... d6 4 Bxf6 exf6 5 63 +. 
(h) 4... Ne4 5 Bh4 006 e3 (6 Nbd2!?7)6...d5 7 Bd3 Bis = 


(i) (A) Solid is 5... d5 6 e3 Nbd7 7 Bd3 G 8 0-0 b6 9 Re1 Bb7 =. (B) 5... hé 
6 Bxf6 exf6 (6... Bxf6 7 e4 dé 8 Bc4 Bg7 9 Qe2 c5 10 dxc5 dxc5 11 0-0 Nc6 
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12 h3 Qc7 =, Speelman—Topalov, Moscow (rapid) 1995) 7 g3 f5 8 Bg2 d6 9 0-0 
Nd7 10 Qc2 +, Speelman—Kasparov, Moscow (rapid) 1995. 


() 6 &3 Nc6 (6... Nbd7 7 Be2 b6 8 0-0 Bb7 9 b4 c5 10 Qa4 Qc7 11 Rac Rac8 =) 
7 Be2 h6é 8 Bh4 e5 9 dxe5 dxe5 10 0-0 Qe7 11 b4 a6 =, 


(k) 8 0-0 exd4 9 cxd4 h6 10 Bh4 Re8 =. 
(1) 8... Nxe5 9 Nxe5 dxe5 10 0-0 hé 11 Bh4 +. 


(m) 12 Rfe1 Nf4 13 Bfi Bg4 14 h3 Be6 15 Nc4 f6 16 Ne3 «+, Schirbel—Bastian, Ger- 
many 1994. 


(n) 5... d6 6 Be2 Nc6 7 0-0 Nd7 8 Bh2 e5 9 c4 f5 10 dxe5 dxe5 11 Nc3 Kh8 =. 

(0) 7 dxc5 Nbd7 8 b4 a5 9 a3 axb4 10 cxb4 Ned! F, Black is very active. 

(p) 12 Nf3 =, Oblitas-Geenen, Moscow Ol. 1994. 

(q) Easy equality comes after 4 Bg5 Bg7 5 e3 0-0 6 Ned b6 7 Be2 Bb7 8 0-0 c5 9 BF3 
Ne4 =. 

(r) 6...c6 7 h4 Bg4 8 Ne5 Bxe2 9 Qxe2 Nbd7 10 0-0-0 Rc8 11 h5 gives White an 
attack, Hebden—A. Fox, Hastings 1995. 

(s) 7 dxc5 Nbd7 8 0-0 Nxc5 9 Bed Bg4 =, Fierro—Arakhamia, Wroxham 2002. 


(t) Also 8... Bf5 9 Na4 cxd4 10 Nxc6 bxc6 11 exd4 Nd7 =, Hebden—Gormally, 
Millfield 2000. 


(u) 12 a4 Bfd 13 a5 Rad8 14 Qc1 Rfe8 =, Hebden—Kedger, Birmingham 2001. 


(v) 4...d5 5 Bd3 0-0 6c3 c5 7 e5 Nh5 8 0-0 Nf4 9 Bc2 cxd4 10 cxd4 Nc6 11 Nb3 
Ne6 =, Jakobsen—Gutman, Thessaloniki Ol. 1984. 


(w) 6 h3 Nc6 7 c3 e5 8 dxe5 Nxe5 9 Nxe5 dxe5 10 Qe2 Qe7 =, Tréger—Tal, Porz 
1982. 


(x) 11 Qc2 Qe7 12 b4 a6 13 a4 Rfbs 14 a5 h6 15 Ba3 Qes 16 Nb3 b6 17 axb6 cxb6 
18 Bc1 Rc8 19 Qb2 b5? (19...a5 +) 20 NcS +, Tauber—Hauschild, Munich 
Open 1985. , 


(y) (A) 3 b3 Bg7 4 Bb2 0-0 5 g3 (5 Nbd2 d6 6 e4 Nbd7 7 h3 c6 8 Bd3 Qc7 90-0 Nh5 
10 Re1 c5 =, Norwood—Roos, Bundesliga 1994) 5... d5 6 Bg2 c5 7 dxc5 Qa5t 
8 Nbd2 Nc6 9 0-0 Rd8 10 a3 Qxc5 11 b4 Qb6 12 c4 dxc4 13 Qc2, Smyslov— 
Spassky, Moscow 1971, and now 13... Bf5 14 Qxc4 Rac8 leaves Black with 
an edge. (B) 3 e3 Bg7 4 Be2 0-0 5 0-0 d6 6 b3 Nc6 7 Bb2 Nd7 8 c4 65 =, Jar- 
gensen—Larsen, Hedehusene 1992. (C) 3 d5 c6 4 .c4 Bg7 5 Nc3 cxd5 6 cxd5 Qad 
7 Qd2 b5!? =, Guimard—Bolbochan, Mar del Plata 1947. 


(z) 4 Qc2 0-0 5 e4 d6 6 Bd3 Nc6 7 Nbd2 Nd7 8 Nc4 e5 9 Bg5d Qe8 =, Ed. Lasker— 
Yates, New York 1924. 


(aa) 6...c5 7 dxc5 a5 8 Rbi?! Nfd7 9 0-0 Nxc5 10 Bc2 a4 11 e4, Malaniuk— 
Tseshkovsky, Tashkent 1987, and now 11...dxe4 12 Nxe4 Qxd1 13 Rxd1 
Bf5! seizes the initiative. The column is Neu—Unzicker, Amsterdam 1954. 
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OLD INDIAN DEFENSE 


1d4 Nfé 2 c4 d6 


Ba heen | 
_ a 24 


.. 
aA 
as 


HE OLD INDIAN DerensE has similarities with the King’s Indian De- 
fense, but it is more stodgy and less active. The plus side is that it 

is offbeat and may confuse an opponent. White is allowed to oc- 
cupy the central squares while Black stakes his/her claim in the center 
with e7-e5 and develops behind the lines. In the Old Indian Black does 
not fianchetto his/her king’s bishop (the modern method of combating a 
full pawn center) but simply develops it to e7. The bishop here plays lit- 
tle offensive role and White’s pawn center is less challenged. Still this old 
system is pretty solid and hard to crack as all the pieces get out and defend 
squares. Black usually comes out of the opening with a disadvantage, so 
the choice to play the Old Indian should be made on psychological or 
practical grounds. The defense is easy.to learn, and if Black is content to 
sit back in a somewhat cramped position his/her chances can be good 
against some opponents. White has more space, but some players are un- 
comfortable holding more territory and looking to defend against break- 
outs. 


OLD INDIAN DEFENSE 


1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 d6é 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
3 NGG ies eisieeticauive siNceai Gee Maeva dee Wott ee dal teen des enter dei bbe waete Nf3 
INDO: ores coseugevuteen tneao tines aoate eedaheees 65 Bg4 
4 Nfs Nf3(p) Qb3 
e5 e4 Qc8(u) 
5 OF car iis trade adcavnradaaedits Ss ee Bg5 Ng5 g3 
Be7 Be7 hé(l) Bf5(q) e6(v) 
6 Bez Bg2 Bh4 g4(r) Bg2 
0-0 0-0 Be7 Bxg4(s) c6 
7 0-0 0-0 e3 Bg2 0-0 
c6 c6 0-0 Nc6 Be7 
8 QC? iii scan Rei e4(h) Be2(m) Ngxe4 Nc3 
a6(a) a6 Re8 c6 Nxe4 Nbd7 
9 Rd1 Bfi(e) . Re1(i) Qc2(n) Bxe4 e4 
Qc7 bs Bf8 Nhs g6 e5 
10 Be3 a3 ha(j) Bxe7 Qd3 Be3 
Ng4(b) Bb7(f) Qc7 Qe7 5 0-0 
11 | Bg&(c) Bg5 Be3 p4 Qe3 h3 
Bg5(d) h6(g) a6(k) Nhf6(o) Be7(t) Bxf3(w) 


(a) 8... Re8 9 d5! + with simply more space. 


(b) 10... Re8 11 Raci Qbs 12 d5 cxd5 13 cxd5 b5 14 Nd2 Nb6 15 a4 +, 
P. Cramling—Krnan, CMA Futurity 2003. 


(c) 11 Bd2 d5? (11... Re8 12 h3 Ngf6 13 Be3 +) 12 cxd5 exd4 13 dxc6! dxc3 
(13... bxc6 14 Nd5 wins) 14 cxd7 Bxd7 15 Bxc3 Bc6 16 h3 Nf6 17 Bd3 with 
a winning position, Sosonko—Larsen, Tilburg 1982. 


(d) 12 Ng5 Ngf6 13 Nf3 Re8 14 h3 b6 15 Rd2 Bb7 16 Rfd1 with a space advantage 
for White, Ljubojevic—Ivanovié, Belgrade 1987. 


(e) 9 Rb1 b5 10 b4 Bb7 11 Bf Re8 12 a4 bxa4 13 Qxa4 exd4 14 Nxd4 Bf8 15 Nxc6 
Qc8 16 Na5 Nxe4 17 Bb2 Nxc3 18 Bxc3 Be4 19 Rbc1 +, Lerner—Gulko, Tallinn 
1983. 


(f} 10... Qce7 11 b4 b6 12 Bb2 Nfs 13 h3 Ng6 14 Rc1 Bf 15 Qd2 =. 


(g) 12 Bh4 Re8 13 Rc1 Qa5d 14 cS! exd4 15 Nxd4 Qc7 (15...dxc5 16 Nfs) 
16 NfS +, Kasparov—Trepp, Switzerland vs. Kasparov 1987. Black is hanging 
by a thread. 


(h) Black was threatening . . . e4 followed by ...d5, establishing a strong pawn 
center. 8 Rb1 e4 9 Ne1 d5 10 b4 Nb6! 11 cxd5 cxd5 = leaves Black with the 
better chances. 


(i) An alternative is 9 Qc2 Bf8 10 b3 Qc7 11 h3 a6 12 Be3 Qd8 13 Rfd1, when 
White has the space advantage he/she seeks. 


(j) This prevents future sorties by either bishop or knight to g4. 
(k) 12 Qc2 +. 


(1) 5...Be7 6 e3 Ng8 7 Bxe7 Nxe7 8 Be2 0-0 9 0-0 exd4 10 Nxd4 Nc6 11 Nd5 
Nxd4 12 Qxd4 a5 13 £4 Re8 14 Bf3 Nc5 15 e4 +, Gulko—Kochiev, Lvov 1978. 


(m) 8 Qc2 exd4 9 exd4 Nh5 10 Bxe7 Qxe7+ 11 Be2 Nf4 =, Tarrasch-Chigorin, 
Nuremberg 1906. , 


(n) 9 0-0 Nh7 10 Bg3 Ng5 11 Nxg5 hxg5 12 c5 d5 13 b4 +, Dautov—Tseitlin, Ku- 
sadasi Open 1990. 


(o) 12 g5 hxg5 13 Nxg5 exd4 14 exd4 Re8 15 0-0-0 +, Ubilava—Strikovié, Elgoibar 
1994. 


(p) 4 dxe5 dxe5 5 Qxd8t Kxd8 6 Bg5 Nd7 7 Nf3 c6 8 0-0-0 Kc7 =. 


(q) Worth testing is 5... Qe7!? when after 6 Nh3 h6 7 Nf4 c6 8 h4 g6 9 e3 Na6 the 
game was about even, Conquest—Ivanisevic, Halkidiki 2002. 


(tr) White hopes to exchange a wing pawn for a center pawn. 
(s) 6... Bg6? 7 Bg2 does not make sense. 
(t) 12 h3 Bhd 13 Bd5 Nb4! is good for Black. 


(u) 4...Bxf3 5 Qxf3 (5 exf3 Qc8 6 Be3 e6 7 Nc3 Be7 8 Be2 0-0 9 0-0 + 
5...Nc6 6 d5 Ne5 7 Qb3 Qc8 8 Nc3 g6 9 e4 Bg7 10 Be2 0-0 11 0-0 +, 
Butnorius—Johannessen, Oslo 1992. 


(v) 5...Nbd7 6 Bg2 c6 7 h3 Bxf3 8 Bxf3 e5 9 Be3 Be7 10 Nc3 +, Smejkal— 
Andersson, Prague 1970. 


(w) 12 Bxf3 Bd8 13 Bg2 Bb6 14 Rad1 +, Hjartarson—Adams, Paris (rapid) 1994. 
Black's position lacks active prospects. 
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GRUNFELD DEFENSE 
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 g6 3 Nc3 d5 
(Including the Neo-Griinfeld—3 g3 Bg7 4 Bg2 d5) 


: Uy Kade, 
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HE GRUNFELD DeFENsE, invented by the Austrian master Ernst Griin- 
feld in 1922, leads to the most open game of all the Indian De- 
fenses. The exchange of Black’s d-pawn ensures that there are 
none of the blocked-up positions that occur in other chapters of this sec- 
tion. The play is often wide open and tactical, which appeals to certain 
players. It has been a regular defense in the careers of Leko, Kasparov, 
Fischer, Smyslov, and Korchnoi, among others. 
Despite the initial impression that the opening presents, the Griin- 
feld is considered a very respectable and sound defense. White obtains a 
big pawn center, but Black makes use of the “hypermodern” concept of at- 
tacking the center from afar in order to control it. Certainly there is danger 
that White’s big center will lead to a strong attack, but Black aims to side- 
step the central steamroller and attack it instead. One positional note is 
that White sometimes gains a passed d-pawn, which can cause trouble 
even in the endgame. 


queda e 


The most direct challenge to the Griinfeld is the Exchange Variation, 
4 cxd5 Nxd5 5 e4 Nxc3 6 bxc3 Bg7 (columns 1-12, see previous diagram). 
White immediately obtains the classical center with its attacking pros- 
pects. The traditional continuation has been 7 Bc4 0-0 8 Ne2 (columns 
1-6), which ensures that White can maintain the pawns on e4 and d4. For 
many years the most popular approach was the exchange sacrifice 
8...c5 9 0-0 Nc6 10 Be3 cxd4 11 cxd4 Bg4 12 f3 Na5 13 Bd3 Be6 14 d5 
Bxa1 15 Qxa1 (column 3). Black has been finding good defenses against 
the exchange sacrifice and other lines of the traditional continuation, so 
focus has shifted to 7 Nf3 (columns 7-12), not fearing the pin of . . . Bg4. 
Most popular after 7 Nf3 is 7...c5 8 Rb1 (columns 1-10), when Black 
boldly takes the a-pawn with . ..Qa5 and ...Qxa2 in columns 7-8. Quite 
different play arises in columns 9 and 11, which results in an early 
endgame. While the lines after 7 Nf3 are some of the sharpest in the Griin- 
feld, Black appears to have sufficient play. 
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The Classical Variation is 4 Nf3 Bg7 5 Qb3 dxc4 6 Qxc4 0-0 7 e4 
(columns 13-24), see above diagram. White takes a less ambitious course 
than the Exchange Variation, satisfied with his/her central pawn duo and 
classical development. Attention has shifted somewhat in the last decade 
from the Exchange Variation toward the Classical Variation as the former 
is having trouble gaining an edge. After 7 e4, Black can respond with 
7...Na6 8 Be2 cS (columns 13-15), leading to unclear situations. Seek- 
ing queenside activity with 7...a6 and 8... b5 (columns 16-18) also 
leads to sharp positions. Another serious response to the Classical Varia- 
tion is 7...Nc6 (columns 19-21), which may turn out to be Black's 
soundest reply. The old Smyslov favorite, 7 . . . Bg4 (column 22), has seen 
White choose an aggressive continuation of castling queenside. 7... c6 
(column 23) and 7... b6 (column 24) are experimental defenses. 

Lines with Bf4 are covered in columns 25-30. White plays to simply 
develop his/her pieces and garner a queenside initiative. This safe plan re- 
ceived much attention following the 1990 World Championship match 
between Karpov and Kasparov. Usually White plays for a slight advantage, 
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but Black’s aggressive counter in column 25 leads to a complex tactical 
position. 

Early alternatives for White are seen in columns 31-36. Column 31 
is the strange-looking 4 cxd5 Nxd5 5 Na4!?, White wishing to play e4 with 
tempo on the Nd5. Queenside play with 5 Qb3 or 5 Bd2 are columns 32 
and 33. The game takes a turn to positional play when White plays Bg5 
(columns 34—36), though theoretically this system poses little danger. 


The Neo-Grinfeld, 3 g3 Bg7 4 Bg2 d5 (columns 37-42, see above di- 
agram), has some similar themes to the Griinfeld, but White’s fianchettoed 
bishop gives the game a Catalan flavor. It was first seen in Alekhine~Mike- 
nas, Kemeri 1937, where Black gained an equal position. In columns 
37-38 White plays the direct 5 cxd5 Nxd5 6 e4, the most aggressive re- 
sponse. The more restrained 5 cxd5 Nxd5 6 Nf3 (columns 40—41) is con- 
sidered the main continuation as White plays for the advantage with little 
risk. 


GRUNFELD DEFENSE 


Exchange Variation 


1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 g6 3 Nc3 d5 4 cxd5 Nxd5 5 e4 Nxc3(a) 
6 bxc3 Bg7 7 Bc4 0-0 8 Ne2 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
Boece. Nc6(b)......... c5 
9 0-0 Bess cevendass 0-0 
b6 Nc6 Nc6 
10 Bg5 Re1(d) Be3 
Na5 cxd4 OX04 i Fi hracciite icsteeatecetevtavereny Bg4!?(0) 
11 Bd3 cxd4 cxd4 3 
c5 Qa5t Bg4 Na5 
12 Re1 Kf17!(e) 3 Bxf7+(p) 
cxd4 Qa3! Na5 Rxf7 
13. = cxd4 Qd2 Bd3(g) fxg4 
Bb7 Rd8& Be6(h) Rxf1t 
14 Qa4 d5 5 ...ccc000cROU(j) cceeee Qa4(m) = Kxf1 
Qd6 Ne5 Bxa1 Bxa2(k) a6! Qd6(q) 
15 Bd2 Bb5 Qxal Qa4 d5 e5 
Rfc8(c) be(f) f6(i) Bb3(1) b5(n) Qd5(r) 


(a) 5... Nb6?! is clearly inferior as Black has problems attacking White's central 
pawns. After 6 Be3 Bg7 7 h3! 0-0 8 Nf3 White is clearly on top. 


(b) On 8...b6 the sharp 9 h4!? e5 10 h5 exd4 11 hxg6 hxg6 12 cxd4 Qe7 14Qd3 
Re8 15 Bh6 gave White an edge in Cheparinov—A. Petrosian, Dresden 2007. 


(c) 16 Bb4 Qd8 17 d5 e6 18 Bxa5 bxa5 19 Qb3 with somewhat better chances for 
White, Gligorié—-Uhlmann, Sarajevo 1969. 


(d) Now if Black proceeds normally White’s rook will not be exposed to the 
bishop on g7. 


(e) The most difficult move to meet, but not the best. On (A) 12 Qd2? Qxd2t 
13 Kxd2 Rd8 is good for Black. White’s safest continuation is (B) 12 Bd2 Qa3! 
13 Re3 Qd6 14 h4 h5 15 Qd2 e5 16 d5 Nad 17 Bd3 b6éand Black's position re- 
mains solid, Eisness—Predojevic, Pula 2005. 


(f) Black has a distinct advantage. Ftacnik-L Gurevich, Biel 1993, continued 
16 £47! Ng4 17 Bd4 e5! 18 Bb2 Qxa2 19 Ral Qb3 20 Bc6 Rb8 21 Rxa7 Ne3t 
22 Kf2 Nc4 with a winning position for Black. 


(g) 13 Bd5 Bd7 14 Rb1 a6 15 Bxb7 Ra7 16 Bd5 Bb5 17 a4 Bxe2 18 Qxe2 e6 19 Bc4 
Bxd4 20 Rfd1 Bxe3t 21 Qxe3 Rd7 =, Beliavsky—Mikhalchishin, Vidmar Mem. 
2001. 
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(h) Too passive is 13... Bd7?! 14 Qd2 Rc8 15 Rac1 Rxc1 16 Rxc1 b5 17 Nc3 +, 
Guseva~Zhang, World Junior U20 Chp. 2005. 


(i) 16 Rb1 Bf7 17 Bhé Qd6 with good play for Black. For many years this ex- 
change sacrifice was the most popular continuation for White, but in recent 
» years Black has found good defensive ideas. 


(j) White tries to press the initiative, gaining space and time for the pawn sacri- 
fice. 


(k) If Black refuses the offer White is clearly on top, e.g. 14...b6 15 d5 Bd7 
16 Nd4 +, Dubinka—Léffler, Ceské Budéjovice 1995. 


(1) Also 15 ...Be6 16 d5 Bd7 17 Qb4 e6 18 Nc3 exd5 19 Nxd5 Be6 is about equal, 
Yusupov—Leko, Istanbul Ol. 2000. After 15... Bb3 16 Qb4 b6 17 Bg5 f6 
18 Bh4 Qd6 19 Qxd6 exd6 20 d5 Rac8 21 Nd4 Bhé White has an initiative for 
the pawn, Yusupov—Ruck, EU Chp. 2001. 


(m) White plays a less usual plan to sacrifice the exchange, but Black’s position re- 
mains solid. 


(n) 16 Qb4 Bxa1 17 Rxa1 Bd7 18 Qd4 Rc8 19 Bhé6 f6 20 Bxfs8 Kxfs =, Picket—van 
Wely, Dutch Chp. 2000. 


(o) Inthis continuation Black delays the capture cxd4, which gives him/her other 
options. : 


(p) White plays to win a pawn, a line that gained popularity for years following 
the 1987 World Championship in which Karpov played this several times 
against Kasparov, scoring well. In later years Black has found satisfactory con- 
tinuations. 


(q) (A) 14... cxd4 15 cxd4 e5 16 Kgl exd4 17 Bxd4 Rc8 18 Bxg7 Kxg7 19 Nf4 
Qxd1t 20 Rxd1 Kf6 =, Onischuk—Carlsen, Wijk aan Zee B 2005. (B) 14... Qd7 
15 h3!? (15 g5 is about equal) 15... Nc4 16 Bf2 cxd4 17 cxd4 e5 18 Qb3 Qf7 
19 Kg1 Rf8 20 Kh1 Nd2 favored Black in van Wely—Dreev, Dortdrecht 2004. 


(r) 16 g5 Qe4 17 Bf2 Rfs 18 Ngi Nc4 19 Nf3 Ne3t 20 Bxe3 Qxe3 21 Qb3t Khs 
22 Re1 Qxg5 23 Qxb7 Qd2 with chances for both sides in a sharp position, 
Onischuk-Grischuk, Poikovsky 2005. 
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GRUNFELD DEFENSE 
Exchange Variation 


1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 g6 3 Nc3 d5 4 cxd5 Nxd5 
5 e4 Nxc3(a) 6 bxc3 Bg7 7 Nf3 c5 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
Bo GRDV acces disc tak veanteed shehearencehea teeta atdes 4 Be3 ......15+. Bb5t(t) 
0-0 0-0(0) Ncé6(u) 
9 Be2 Rc1 0-0(v) 
CXM4 22 sss soes Boe asus been peewee eeekee Nc6(j) Qa5d cxd4 
10 cxd4 d5(k) Qd2 cxd4 
Qabt Ne5(l) cxd4(p) 0-0 
BT! CBO 2iisisdineddiearides cessed Qd2 Nxe5 cxd4 Be3 
Qxa2 Qxd2t Bxe5 Qxd2t Bg4 
12 0-0 Bxd2 Qd2 Nxd2 Bxc6 
Bg4 Na6(f) b6 e6 Rd8(q) bxc6 
13 Be3(b) Bg5 Be3 f4- Nf3(r) Re1 
Nc6 h6 e6 Bg7(m) Nc6 Qa5d 
14 d5(c) Bh4g) Bd3 c4 d5 Qd2 
Na5(d) g5 Bb7 b6 Nad Qxd2 
15 Bg5 Bg3 Ke2 Bb2 Bg5 Nxd2 
B6(e) Bg4(h) Nc@(i) Bxb2(n) Bd7(s) Rfd8(w) 


(a) 5... Nb6?! leaves White with total control of the center after 6 Be3 Bg7 7 h3! 
0-0 8 Nf3 N8d7 9 a4 a5 10 Qb3 +, Karpov—-Kessler, Volfsburg 2007. 


(b) 13 Bg5!? h6 14 Be3 Nc6 15 d5 Nad 16 Bcd gives White compensation for the 
pawn, Aleksandrov—Shirov, Turin Ol. 2006. 


(c) 14 Rxb7!? Rab8 15 Rxb8 Rxb8 16 h3 Bxf3 17 Bxf3 e6 18 d5 Ned =, Wells—- 
Rowson, London 1998. 


(d) 14... Bxf3 15 Bxf3 Na5 (now 15 .. . Ne5 may be better) 16 Bg5 (the actual 
move order was 14... Na5 15 Bg5 Bxf3 16 Bxf3) 16 ... Re8 17 e5! Nc4 18 dé 
Nxe5 19 Bd5 +, Kramnik—Svidler, Linares 1999. 


(e) 16 Bxe7 Rfe8 17 d6 Nc6 18 Bb5 Nxe7 19 Bxe8 Rxe8 20 dxe7 Qa3 21 h3 Bxf3 
22 Qxf3 Qxf3 23 gxf3 Rxe7 24 Rfdi Be5 =, Gelfand—van Wely, Wijk aan Zee 
2007, 


(f) (A) 12... b6 13 Qc1 Qe6 14 Rel Qxe4 15 Ne5 BfS 16 Qb2 Nd7 17 Bf3 Qh4 
18 Nxd7 Bxd7 19 Bxa8 Rxa8 with chances for both sides, Malakhatko—Wang 
Yue, Balagne 2007, (B) 12 ... Qe6 13 Qc2 Qd6 14 d5 Na6 is equal. 


(g) 14 Bxe7 Re8 15 Ral Qe6 16 Bh4 Qxe4 17 Bxa6 bxa6 18 Re1 Qc6 leaves Black 
a little better (Atalik). 


636 


(h) 16 Rxb7 Rfd8 17 d5 Nc5 18 Rxe7 Bf6 19 Rc7 Nxe4 =. 


(i) 16 Rhc1 Rfc8 17 Rc4 and in this even position the players agreed to a draw, 
Dao Thien Hai—Sasikiran, Asian League 2007. 


(j) 9... b6 10 0-0 Bb7 11 Qd3 (11 d5 Bxc3 12 Bc4 Bg7 13 Qd3 Qc8 14 Bg5 Re8 
15 e5 gives White good compensation for the pawn, Haba—Banas, Austria 
1997) 11... Ba6 12 Qe3 e6 13 Bxa6 Nxa6 14 Rd1 Qd7 15 Qe2 Qa4 16 Bg5 Re8 
17 Qd2 f6 18 Bhé +, Ftacnik—Banas, Passau 1994. White has good attacking 
chances, 


(k) 10 Be3 cxd4 11 cxd4 Qa5t 12 Bd2 Qxa2 13 d5 Ne5 14 Nxe5 Bxe5 15 0-0 is 
enough compensation for the pawn, Alzate—Clavijo, USA 1998. 


(l) 10... Bxc3t?! 11 Bd2 Bxd2t 12 Qxd2 Na5 13 h4! Bg4 14 Ng5 Bxe2 15 Kxe2 
e6 16 h5 Nc4 17 Qci exd5 18 hxg6 fxg6 19 Rxh7.Qi6 20 £4 b6 21 Rb3 Rae8 
22 Rbh3 was good for White in Avrukh—Sutovsky, Ashdod 2004. 


(m) 13... Bc7 14 0-0 exd5 15 exd5 Ba5 16 {5 Bxf5 17 Rxb7 Qd6 18 Bc4 Rfbs 
19 Rxb8t Rxb8 20 Qgs Rb1 21 Bf4 Rxfit 22 Kxf1 Qb6 23 Bed Qbit 24 Kf2 
Qc2t =, Bacrot—Sutovsky, FIDE World Cup 2005. 


(n) (A) 16 Rxb2 Re8 17 Bf3 e5 18 f5 Qd6 19 Qg5 Kg7 20 Rf2 with attacking 
chances, Sasikiran—Predojevic, Sarajevo 2006. (B) 16 Qxb2 exd5 17 cxd5 Re8 
18 e5 Qxd5 19 Bf3 Qc4 20 Bxa8 Qxf4 21 Bf3 Rxe5t 22 Kf1 with enough com- 
pensation for the rook, Huzman-—Sutovsky, Tel Aviv 1998. 


(o) 8... Bg49 Qd2 cxd4 (if 9... 0-0 10 Ng5! cxd4 11 cxd4 Nc6 12 h3 Bd7 13 Rb1 
Rc8 14 Nf3 + and White’s center was untouchable, Karpov—Kasparov, World 
Chp. 1990) 10 cxd4 Nc6 11 Rd1 0-0 12 Be2 Qa5 13 0-0 Rfc8 14 h3 Bxf3 15 Bxf3 
Qxd2 16 Rxd2 Na5 17 Bg5 Nc4 18 Rd3 , I. Sokolov-Mamedyarov, Gothen- 
burg 2005. 


(p) If Black wants to avoid the exchange of queens he/she must be careful. 
(A) 10... e6?! 11 Bh6 Rd8 12 h4 cxd4 13 Bxg7 Kxg7 14 cxd4 Qxd2t 15 
Kxd2 Nc6 16 Ke3 +, a line played by Karpov ina simul. (B) 10... Rd8!? 11 
Be2 Nc6 12 d5 e6 13 0-0 exd5 14 exd5 Ne7 15 c4 Qxd2 16 Nxd2 b6 17 Bg5 
and White stood a little better in Yermolinsky—Fedorowicz, New York Open 
1996, 


(q) 12...Nc6 13 d5 Nb4 14 Bc4 Bb2 15 Rb1 Nc3t 16 Ke2 Nxe3 17 Rxb2 Nxg2 
18 Rc1 g5 19 Rb3 Nf4t 20 Ke3 and White has play for the pawn, Portisch— 
Adorjan, Hungary 1991. 


(r) 13 Nb3 e6 14 Bg5 f6 15 Be3 f5 16 exf5 gxf5 17 Bg5 Rf8 18 Bb5 led to some 
problems for Black in Kobalia—Najer, Sochi 2005. 


(s) 16 Bd3 Rfc8 17 0-0 e6 18 Bd2 b6 with even chances, Kramnik—Svidler, Dort- 
mund 2004. 


(t) Black has little trouble achieving a comfortable game in this line. 


(u) (A) 8...Nd7 9 0-0 .0-0 10 Bg5 h6 11 Bf4 Qa5 12 Qb3 g5 13 Bxd7 Bxd7 
14 Be5 +, Huzman—Sutovsky, Pula 2000, (B) 8... Bd7 9 Be2 cxd4 10 cxd4 
Bc6 11 Qd3 0-0 12 0-0 e6 13 Bg5 =. 
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(v) 9 d5 a6 10 Ba4 b5 11 dxc6 Qxd1t 12 Kxd1 bxa4 13 Kc2 f5 14 e5 Be6 15 Be3 
Bd5 16 Bc5 Bc6 was good for Black in Khermlin—Veingold, USSR 1982. 


(w) 16 Nb3 a5 17 Rxc6 a4 18 Nc5 Bxd4 19 Bxd4 Rxd4 20 £3 Rc8 =, Kramnik— 
Svidler, Melody Amber 2007. 


GRUNFELD DEFENSE 


Classical Variation 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 g6 3 Nc3 d5 4 Nf3 Bg7 5 Qb3 dxc4{a) 6 Qxc4 0-0 7 e4 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
Tas tees Nab). i cencsnisvecieds a ceei ne re esis a6(n) 
8 Be2 QDS... ccs Be2 
c5 b5(o) b5 
9 d5(c) e5 Qb3 
e6(d) Nfd7(p) CD scicsisaledeveees Nc6(u) 
10 0-0 h4(q) dxc5 e5 
exd5 c5 Nbd7(s) Be6!? 
11 exd5 e6 e5 exf6 
Bib iyiiaseetadiaesevecetves Re8& c4 Nxc5 Bxb3 
120 BE vse, Be3 Rdif) —exf7t_ = Qt fxg7 
Qb6(e) Re& Bf5 Rxf7 Nfd7 Kxg7 
13. Bed Rad1 dé Qd1 -Be3 axb3 
Rfes Qb6 hé(k) Nb6 a5 Nxd4 
14 dé d6!?(g) Bf4. h5 Qh4 Nxd4 
Nd7 Be6(h) Nd7 Nc6 e6 Qxd4 
15  Bxg7 Qb5 Rd2()) hxg6 Qxd8 0-0 
Kxg7(f) hé(i) Nb4(m) hxg6(r) Rxda(t) Qb4(v) 


(a) 5...c6 and 5... e6 are solid but passive alternatives. 


(b) In the late 1980s and early ’90s this move enjoyed much success, though it is 
less fashionable now as Black is having a harder time. , 


(c) 9 dxc5!? Be6 10 Qb5 Rc8 11 c6 Rxc6 12 Qxb7 Rxc3 13 Qxa6 Nxe4 14 0-0 Rc7 
15 Bf4 Nd6 =, Gurevich—Gavrikov, Moscow 1990. 


(d) Black must strike at White’s center as fast as possible. 


(e) 12... Re8 13 Rad1 Ne4 14 Nb5 Qf6 15 d6é!? Bd7 16 g3 g5 ~, Beliavsky— 
Kasparov, Moscow (TV) 1987. 


(f) 16 Ng5 Ne5 17 Qh4 h6 =, Babula—Ftacnik, Slovakian League 2003. 


(g) 14 b3 Rad8 15 Na4 Qc7 16 d5 Qc8 17 Ng5 Rd7 18 Qc1 +, Gyimesi-—Ni Hua, 
Bled 2002. 


(h) 14...Qxb2 15 Ng5 Rf8 16 Rb1 Bxb1 17 Rxbi b5 (17...Qa3 18 Rxb7 +) 
18 Qxf7+ Rxf7 19 Rxb2 Rd7 20 Rxb5 Rxd6 21 Bce4t Kf8 22 Rb7 +. 


(i) 15... Bd7!? is better..Gulko—Horvath, Nova Gorica 1997, continued 16 Qxbé6 
axb6 17 Nd2 Bc6 18 Ne4 Nd7 19 Nd5 Bxd5 20 Rxd5 Nb4 with advantage to 
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Black. After 15 ...h6 16 Ne5 Red8 17 Nc4 Qxb5 18 Nxb5 Nd5 19 Bc1 Ndb4 
20 a3 White’s d6 pawn is very bothersome. 


(j) 12 Bg5 h6é 13 Bxf6 Qxfé 14 Radi Bd7 15 Rfe1 Qb6 16 Rd2 Rad8 17 a3 Qa5 F, 
Oll—Gavrikov, Tallinn 1985. 


(k) 13... Ne4?! 14 Nb5 (14 d7!—Piket) 14...Bd7 15 a4 Nb4 (15... Qf6 
16 Ra3!?) 16 Qb3! Qb6 (16... Be6 17 Bc4 Bxc4 18 Qxo4 a6 19 Nc3! +) 17 Be3 
Bxb5 18 Bxb5 +, Piket-Gulko, Groningen 1990. 


(1) 15 Be5 Be6 16 Qh4 Qd8 17 Qa4 Nb4 18 Bb5 Nd7 19 a3 a6 20 Bxg7 axb5 
21 Qxb5 Nc2 22 Racl Nxa3 23 bxa3 Kxg7 24 Qxb7 Rxa3 25 Nd5? Rxf3! + 
Anand-—Schnitzspan, Chess Classic 1994. 


(m) 16 Qb3 Be6 17 Bc4 Nb6 18 Bxe6 Rxe6 19 Na4 Re4? 20 Bg3 Nc4 21 Nc5d was 
good for White in Piket-Kasparov, Amsterdam 1995. Possible is 19... Nxa4 
20 Qxa4 Qf6 21 Bg3 a6, which is very sharp. 


(n) The Hungarian Variation. 


(0) 8... c5?!9 dxc5 Qa5 10 Qb6 Qxbé6 11 cxb6 Nbd7 12 h3 Nb6 13 Be3 and White 
has the more harmonious setup, Ftacnik—Baramidze, Austrian League 2006. 


(p) 9...Ng4 10 Be2 (10 h3 Nh6 11 Bf4c5 12 dxc5 Nc6 13 Be2 Be6 14 Qc2 Qa5 
15 0-0 oo, Azmaiparashvili—De La Villa Garcfa, San Roque 1996) 10... 5 
11 dxc5 Be6 12 Qc2 Bf5 13 Qd1 Qxdit 14 Bxd1 Nc6 is problably slightly in 
Black's favor, Gyimesi-Mamedyarov, Saint Vincint 2005. 


(q) Also dangerous are: (A) 10 e6 fxe6 11 Be3 Nb6 12.h4 Nf6 (12... Nc6 13 h5 
Rxf3 14 gxf3 Nxd4 15 Rd1! +, Kasparov—Svidler, Wijk aan Zee 1999) (B) 10 a4 
bxa4 11 Rxa4 Nd5 12 Be4 c6 =, , Beliavsky—Harikrishna, Pula 2004. (C) 10 Be3 
Nb6 11 a4 Be6 12 Qdi c6 (12... b4 13 Ne4 Bd5 14 Bd3 f5 15 exf6 exf6 16 0-0 
a5 =, Gulko—Epishin, Reggio Emilia 1991) 13 Bd3 (13 Be2 f6 14 exf6 exf6 15 
axb5 cxb5 16 0-0 Nc6 17 Ne4 Nc4 18 Nc5d draw agreed, Bareev-Khuzman, 
Lyon 1994) 13... £614 0-0 N8d7 15 Be4 Nd5 (15... Rc8 16 axb5 axb5 17 d5 
cxd5 18 Nxd5 Rc4 19 Nxb6 Rxe4 20 Nxd7 Qxd7 21 Ra7 Bg4 22 Rxe7 Bxf3 =) 
16 axb5 axb5 17 Nxd5! cxd5 18 Rxa8 Qxa8 19 exf6 exf6 20 Bd3 Qb7 21 Bd2 +, 
Bareev—Leko, Wijk aan Zee 1995, 


(r) 16 Be3 Bf5 17 Ng5 Rf6 18 g4 Be6 19 Nce4 Bd5 20 Qd2 Rd6 21 f3! with the 
more serious attack for White, Anand—Svidler, Linares 1999. We note instead 
20 £3 e5 21 dxe5 Nxe5 22 Be2 Bxe4 23 Nxe4 Re6 gained Black an edge in 
Kasimdzhanov—Khalifman, Wijk aan Zee 2002, so players have different 
views of this line. This complicated variation will not have a clear evaluation 
for many years. 


(s) 10... Bb7 11 0-0 Nxe4 12 Nxe4 Bxe4 13 Bf4 Bd5 14’Qe3 Nc6 15 Radi +, 
Onischuk—Sutovsky, Poikovsky 2007. 


(t) 16 Bxb5 Bb7 17 Rd1 hé6 18 Ke2 Bfé and Black has good activity: I Bareev— 
Sakaev, Russian Chp. 1998. 


(u) 9... Bb7 10 e5 Nd5 11 0-0 c5 12 dxc5 Nd7 13 Nxd5 Nxc5 14 Nxe7t Qxe7 
15 Qb4 Rac8 16 Be3 Bxf3 17 Bxf3 Qxe5 =, Piket—L Sokolov, Wijk aan Zee 1999. 


(v) White has full value for his queen, Bologan—Svidler, French League 2006. 
640 


GRUNFELD DEFENSE 


Classical Variation 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 g6 3 Nc3 d5 4 Nf3 Bg7 5 Qb3 dxc4 6 Qxc4 0-0 7 e4 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
) eee N66 (a) ieisinetiicsaval acts sii iatac oval es Bede fie ee ay CB ics eaklis bé!? 
Bo. Bed ccnnniens Guaeds Bf4(j) Be3 Qb3(r) Bfa(v) 
Bg4 Nh5 Nfd7 e5!?(s) c5 
9 U5 ve cccccceee Be3 Be3 0-0-0(0) dxe5 d5(w) 
Na5 Bxf3 Bg4 Nb6(p) Ng4 Ba6. 
10 Qh4 Bxf3(d) 0-0-0(k)} Qc5 Be2 Qa4 
Bxf3(b) e5 Bxf3(1) N8&d7 Qb6 Bxf1 
11 = Bxf3 d5 gxf3 Qa3 0-0 Kxf1 
c6 Nd4 e5 e6 Nxe5(t) Nbd7 
12 0-0 Bd1(e) d5 h4 Nxe5 Rel 
Qb6 b5(£) Nd4 Re8 Bxe5 Nh5 
13 Qa4 Nxb5 £4 Kb1 Be3 Bd2 
Nd7 Nxe4(g) Nf3(m) Qe7 Qxb3 Ned 
14 ~=Rd1 0-0 f5 Qxe7 axb3 Nxe5 
Nc5 a6?(h) Qh4 Rxe7 Na6 Bxed 
15 Qce2 Nc3 fxg6 Rc1 b4 g3 
Nc4(c) Nd&(i) hxg6(n) Bxf3(q) b5(u) Qc8(x) 


(a) This may wel] be Black’s best option against White's system. Black breaks 
down the White center with piece play. 


(b) 10... c6? 11 e5 and g4 is hanging. 


(c) 16 Be2 Qb4 17 a3 Qb3 18 Qxb3 Nxb3 19 Rb1 Nf6 =, Kasimdzhanov—Sutovsky, 
Europe vs. Asia 2001. 


(d) 10 gxf3?! leaves White’s king with no safe home. 

(e) 12 Bxd4? exd4 13 Qxd4 Nxe4!, or 13 Ne2 Nd7! with good play. 

(f) Other attractive possibilities for Black are 12 ...Nd7!? and 12... c6!?. 
(g) Interesting is 13 . . . Qb8!?. 

(h) 14... Nd6!? 15 Nd6 cxd6 =, 

(i) White has an edge, Karpov-Kamsky, FIDE World Chp. 1996. 


(j) (A) 8 h3 e5 9 dxe5 Nd7 10 e6 fxe5 11 Qxe6t Kh8 12 Qd5 Rxf3 13 gxf3 Nd4 
14 Be3 Nc2t 15 Kd2 Nxa1 16 Bd3 Qe8 17 f4 Nbé6 =, Portisch—Korchnoi, Can- 
didates 1983. (B) 8 e5 Nd7 9 e6 fxe6 10 Qxe6+t Kh8 leaves Black very active. 


641 


(k) 10 e5 Bxf3 11 gxf3 e6 12 h4 Qe7 13 £4 Qb4 14 Qxb4 Nxb4 15 Rel Bh6 ~, 
M. Gurevich—Zagorskis, Bad Godesberg 1996. 


(1) 10... e5 11 d5 Nd4 12 Nxd4 Bxd1 13 Ndb5b Bg4 14 h3 Bd7 15 Nxc7 Rc8 16 d6 
Bc6 17 Bc5 Nf6 -, Nogueiras—H. Olafsson, Wijk aan Zee 1987. 


(m) 13... Qh4 14 fxe5 Nf3 15 e6 +, Tukmakov—Kotkov, USSR 1971. 


(n) Lebredo—Jansa, Hradec Kralove 1981. The position is complex with chances 
for both sides. 


(0) 9 Rd1 Nbé6 10 Qb3 e6 11 Be2 Nc6 12 Ng1 Bxe2 13 Nxe2 Qe7 14 0-0 Rd8 15 a3 
Na5 16 Qc2 Nac4 17 Bc1 c5 18 d5 exd5 19 exd5 Nd6 =, Bologan—Eljanov, Rus- 
sian League 2005. 


(p) 9...c6 10 h3 Bxf3 11 gxf3 b5 12 Qd3 Qad 13 Kb1 +, Piket-Shirov, Wijk aan 
Zee 1995. 


(q) 16 gxf3 Nfé with equal chances, Sasikiran—Ftacnik, Hastings 2000. 


(r) 8 Be2 Be6 (8... b5 9 Qb3 Qa5d 10 Bd2 b4 11 Na4 Nxe4 12 Bxb4 +, Epishin- 
Eljanov, Marcielle 2003) 9 Qd3 Bg4 10 Be3 Qa5 11 0-0 Rfd8 12 Qc2 Nbd7 
13 h3 Bxf3 14 Bxf3 e5 =, Belov-Shandemizov, Sochi 2007. 


(s) Black probably does better with 8... a5 9 Be2 b5 10 Qc2 a4 11 a3 Be6 12 Bf4 
Na5 13 0-0 Bb3 with roughly even chances, Beliavsky—Tosic, Vrnjacka Banja 
1999. 


(t) (A) 11...Re8 12 Bf4! Qxb3?! (12...Nxe5) 13 axb3 Nxe5 14 Nxe5 Bxe5 
15 Bxe5 Rxe5 16 f4 +, Sosonko—Ree, Wijk aan Zee. (B) 11... Qxb3 12 axb3 
Nd7 13 Nd2 Ndxe5 14 f4 Ne3 15 fxe5 Nxf1 16 Bxf1 Bxe5 17 Nf3 +. 


(u) White has an edge, Babula—David, Lazne Bohdanec 1995. 


(v) 8 e5 Nfd7 9 Qd5 c6 10 Qe4 Bb7 11 h4 f5?7! 12 Be4t +, Bronstein—Bogatyrchev, 
Moscow Chp. 1947. 


(w) 9 dxc5 Ba6 10 Qb3 Bxf1 11 Rd1 Qe8 12 Kxf1 bxc5 =, Stahlberg—Najdorf, Mar 
de] Plata 1943. This position has also been reached via 9 Rd1. 


(x) 16 Kg2 a6 17 Qd1 is unclear, Pasztor—Bordos, Hungary 1992. To sum up the 
Classical Variation: Columns 19-22 have the best reputation, columns 13-18 
are very tactical and unclear, while 23 and 24 are somewhat experimental. 
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GRUNFELD DEFENSE 


Lines with Bf4 
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 g6 3 Nc3 d5 
25 26 27 28 29 30 
4 INES SebeiadneiieusSdlacaasewnimtcivecdawenneeteretaannes Bf 
Bg7 Bg7 
5 Bf4 e3(p) 
CO iecacavisad 0-0 cb 
6 dxc5(a) RGDiid escisveeaeti ect vate es e3 dxc5 
Qa5(b) dxc4(g) c5(m) Qad 
7 cxd5(c) e4 dxc5(n) Rc1 Qa4tit) 
Nxd5(d) c5(h) ........ b5!?(k) Qa5d Ne4 Qxa4 
8 Qxd5 dxc5 Nxb5 Rc1 cxd5(q) Nxa4 
Bxc3t Qad(i) Nxe4. dxc4 Nxc3 Ne4(u) 
9 Bd2 e5 Bxc7 Bxc4 Qd2 cxd5(v) 
Be6 Rd8 Qd7 Qxc5 Qxa2 Bd7 
10 Qxb7(e) Bd2 Bxc4. Bb3 Rxc3 Bd3 
Bxd2 Ng4 a6 Nc6 0-0(r) Bxa4 
11 Nxd2 Bxc4 Na3 0-0 Bc4 Bxe4 
0-0 Nc6 Nc6 Qa5d Qait Nd7 
12 b4 Nb5 0-0 h3 Re1 Ne2 
Qa4(f) Bb7(1) Bf5(o) Qxb2(s) Nxc5(w) 


Rxd2(j) 


(a) 6 e3 cxd4 7 exd4 0-0 8 c5 Ne4 is fine for Black. 


(b) This creates threats on the a1—h8 diagonal while planning to regain the c5 
pawn. 


(c) (A) 7 Rc1 dxc4 8 e3 Qxc5 9 Qa4t Nc6 10 Bxc4 0-0 11 0-0 Bd7 12 Qb5 Qxb5 =, 
Karpov—Kasparov, World Chp. 1986. (B) 7 e3 Nc6 8 Nd2 dxc4 9 Bxc4 Qxc5 
10 0-0 0-0. 11 Rc1 Rd8 12 Bb3 Qa5d with no problems for Black, Avshalumov~ 
Ehlvest, USSR 1986. 


(d) 7... Ne4?! 8 Rc1 Nxc3 9 bxc3 Na6 10 Qb3 Nxc5 11 Qb4 Qxb4 12 cxb4 Na6 
13 Bd2 Bfs 14 b5 +, Wesssman—Menghi, World Junior Chp. 1987. 


(e) 10 Bxc3 Qxc3t 11 Qd2 Qxd2t 12 Nxd2 Na6 13 e3 Nxc5 =, Golod—Nakamura, 
Chicago 2004. 


(f) 13 e3 (13 Qxa8? Nc6 allows Black a strong attack against White’s undeveloped 
position) 13... Nd7 14 a3 Rfd8 15 Qa5 Qc2 16 Qd3 Qxd3 17 Bxd3 Nxc5 with 
active play to compensate for the pawn, Riazantsev—Macieja, Moscow 2002. 


(g) (A) 6... c5?! 7 dxc5 dxc4 8 e4! Qad 9 e5 Rd8 10 Bd2 Ng4 11 Bxc4 Qxc5 
12 Ne4 Qb6 13 Bxf7t Kxf7 14 Nfg5t Ke8 15 Rxc8 Rxc8 16 Qxg4 Nd7 17 Nd6é 
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Resigns, Gershon—Shabalov, Bermuda 2003. (B) 6... c6 7 e3 Bg4 8 Qb3 Qb6 
9 cxd5 Qxb3 10 axb3 Bxf3 11 gxf3 cxd5 12 Bb5 Rc8 13 Kd2 +, Atalik— 
Arakhamia, Greece 1998. 


(h) 7... Bg4!? 8 Bxc4 Bxf3 9 gxf3 Nfd7 10 Be3 e6 11 h4 Nc6 12 e5 Na5 13 Be2 c5 
14 f4 cxd4 15 Qxd4 Nc6 16 Qe4 +, Zafra—Lopez 2007. 


(i) 8...Nh5 9 Bg5 Bxf3 10 Qxf3 Nc6 11 d5 Nd4 12 Qdi c5 13 dxc6 Nxc6 14 0-0 
+, Dreev—Svidler, ACP Blitz 2004. 


(j) 18 Qxd2 Qxd2t 14 Kxd2 Ngxe5 15 Nxe5 Bxe5 16 Ke3 Bf5 17 Nc3 +, Dreev— 
Khalifman, Elista 1998. 


(k) This sharp counter was discovered by Hungarian grandmaster Peter Leko. 


(1) 13 Bb6 Nd6 14 Bb3 Rab8 15 Rel Ba8 16 Bc5 Nab 17 Ba4 Bxf3 18 Bxd7 Bxd1 
19 Rxe7 Nc8 =, Bareev—Lputian, Sarajevo 1998. 


(m) 6...c6 7 Be2 Nbd7 8 cxd5 Nxd5 9 Nxd5 cxd5 10 0-0 Qb6 11 Qb3 Qxb3 
12 axb3 +. , 


(n) 7 Be2 cxd4 8 exd4 Nc6 9 0-0 Be6 10 c5 Ne4 11 h3 Qa5 12 Rc1 Nxc3 13 Rxc3 
Qxa2 14 Ra3 Qxb2 15 Bci Qb4 16 Ra4 Qc3 17 Bd2 Qb2 Draw, Ladshagua— 
Gelfand, USSR 1986. 


(o) 13 Qe2 Ne4 14Nd5 e5 15 Rxc6 bxc6 16 Ne7t Kh8 17 Nxc6 Qb6 18 Ncxe5 Be6 
with even chances, Iljushin—Sasikiran, FIDE World Cup 2005. 


(p) 5 Rc1 Nh5 6 Bg5 hé 7 Bh4 dxc4 8 e3 Be6 9 Be2 Nf6 10 Nf3 c6 11 Ned b5 12 f4 
Nd5 13 Qd2 Nxc3 14 bxc3 Bd5 =, Dreev—Leko, Wijk aan Zee 1996. 


(q) 8 Nge2 Nxc3 9 Qd2 dxc4 10 Nxc3 Be6 11 e4 Qxc5 12 Nd5 Bxd5 13 exd5 b5 
14 Be3 Qd6 15 b3 Qa3 is about equal, Barlov-Korchnoi, Haninge 1988. 


(r) 10... Bxc3? 11 Qxc3 Qb1t 12 Kd2 Qxf1 13 Qxhst Kd7 14 Nf3 Qxf2t 15 Ke1 
£6 16 Rd1 Qxg2 17 c6t Resigns, Lenic-Gajsin, Champions Challenge 2006. 


(s) 13 e4 a5 14 Ne2 a4 15 Rc2 Qalt with fair chances for Black, Seirawan— 
Nakamura, U.S. Chp. 2003 


(t) 7 cxd5 Nxd5 8 Qxd5 Bxc3t 9 bxc3 Qxc3t 10 Ke2 Qxal 11 Be5 Qc1 12 Bxh8 


Be6 13 Qxb7 Qc2t 14 Kf3 Qf5t 15 Kc2 Qc2t+ Draw, Farago—Adorjan, Hungary 
1993. 


(u) Probably better is 8 . . .0-0 9 Nf3 Ne4 10 Be5 Bd7 11 Nc3 Nxc3 12 bxc3 dxc4 
13 Bxc4 Rc8 14 Bd5 Bcé =, Timman—Kasparov, Amsterdam 1992. 


(v) 9 £3 Bd7 10 fxe4 Bxa4 11 cxd5 Bxb2 12 Rb1 Bc3t 13 Kf2 Nd7 14 Rc1 Nxc5 
15 Kf3 Bb4 =, Hedman—Hellers, Swedish League 2001. 


(w) 13 Bf3 Bxb2 14 Rb1 Ba3 15 Kd2 Rc8 16 Nc3 Bd7 17 de’+, Akesson—Welin, 
Sweden 1986. 
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GRUNFELD DEFENSE 


Early Alternatives 
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 g6 3 Nca(a) d5 
31 32 33 34 35 36 
4 OXG5 secs tanteavievcevew entender teessedaics NEB) ee datevecatceseeaed tak Bg5(n) 
Nxd5 Bg7 Ne4 
5 Na4(b) ...... Qb3 ......... Bd2 Bg5 Bh4 
Nf6(c) Nxc3 Bg7(h) Ne4! Nxc3(o) 
6  Nf3(d) bxc3" e4 exd5(j) bxc3 
Bg7 Bg7 Nxc3 Nxg5(k) dxc4 
7 Bf4(e) Ba3 Bxc3 Nxg5 e3 
Nbd7 0-0 c5 OGL 555 eis c6!? Be6 
8 h3 Nf3 d5 Qd2 dxc6 Qb1 
0-0 Nd7 Bxc3t hé(l) Nxc6 b6 
9 e3 e3 bxc3 Nf3 d5 Nh3 
c5 c5 0-0 exd5 Nad Bh6é 
10 Nc3 Be2 Nf3 e3 e3 Bg5 
oxd4 b6 e6 0-0 0-0 Bxg5 
11 exd4 0-0 Bc4 Be2 Be2 Nxg5 
bé(f) Qc7(g) b5(i) c6= e6(m) Qd5(p) 


(a) 3 £3 (an attempt to avoid mainlines or transpose into a Sdmisch King’s Indian) 
3...d5 (3... Bg7 4 e4 leaves the Griinfeld) 4 cxd5 Nxd5 5 e4 Nb6 6 Nc3 Bg7 
7 Be3 0-0 8 f4 Nc6 9 d5 Na5 10 Bd4 e5 11 Bxed Bxed 12 fxe5 Qh4t 13 g3 Qe7 
14 Qd4 Rd8 with counterplay, Gheorghiu-Granda Zuniga, New York Open 
1987. Also interesting is Leko’s 3... e5!? 4 dxe5 Nh5 with play for the pawn. 


(b) An offbeat idea from the Armenian IM Nadanian. White would like to play e4 
without allowing the exchange on c3. 


(c) (A) 5...Bg7 6 e4 Nb6 7 Be3 0-0 8 Nf3 Nxa4 9 Qxa4 c5 10 Rd1 Qb6 11 Rd2 
Bd7 12 Qa3 cxd4 13 Nxd4 Qc7 14 Be2 =, Korchnoi-Sutovsky, Dresden 
1998. (B) 5... Nb6!?. (C) 5... £5?! 6 Nf3 Bg7 7 e3 0-0 8 Bc4 Nc6 9 0-0 +. 
(D) 5... b6?! 6 e4 Nf6 7 Bd3 Bb7 8 Nc3 Bg7 9 Nf3 0-0 10 0-0 Nbd7 11 Bf4 +, 
Nadanian—Arcimenia, Swidnica 1997. (E) 5... c6?! 6 e4 Nc7 7 Be3 Bg7 8 Nf3 
Bg4 9 Be2 0-0 10 0-0 Nb5 11 65 =. 


(d) White can repeat moves with 6 Nc3. 


(e) 7 g3 Nc6é 8 Bf4 Nd5 9 e3?! Bf5 10 Nh4 Bd7 11 Nc5 b6 12 Nxd7 Qxd7 13 Rc1 
Nd8 14 Nf3 0-0 15 Qb3 Nxf4 16 gxf4 cS +, Browne—-Yermolinsky, U.S. Chp. 
1998. 


(f) 12 Be2 Bb7 13 0-0 Nd5 =, Dao Thien Hai—Wang Yae, 2006. 
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(g) 12 Rad1 Bb7 13 Rfe1 e6 =, Jacimovic—-Holmsten, EU Chp. 2001. 


(h) 5...Bg7 6 e4 Nb6 7 Be3 0-0 8a4.a5 9 Be2 Nc6 10 d5 Nb4 11 Rc1 65! and Black 
was better in Alburt—Benjamin, New York Open 1993. 8 Nf3 is equal. 


(i) 12 Bxb5 Qa5 with roughly equal chances, Karpov—Timofeev, Sochi 2007. 


(j) 6 Bh4.c5 7 e3 cxd4 8 exd4 Nc6 9 cxd5 Nxc3 10 bxc3 Qxd5 11 Be2 Qa5 12 0-0 
e6 =, Sahovié—Vaganian, Yugoslavia 1984. 


(k) 6... Nxc3?! 7 bxc3 Qxd5 8 63 c5 9 Be2 Nc6 10 0-0 0-0 11 Qa4 e5 12 Bc4 Qd6 
13 Qa3 +, Clement Gémez-B. Rodrfguez, Spain 1995. 


() 8... exd59 Qe3t Kfs 10 Qf4 Bf6 11 h4h6 12 Nf3 Be6 13 0-0-0 Nd7 14 e3 c6 
15 Bd3 Qb8 16 Qxb8t Rxb8 =, Volkov—Vozobiov, Russia Cup 2004. 


(m) White has a slight edge, Chatalbashev-Romanishin, di Bono Mem. 1999. 


(n) 4 e3 Bg7 5 Qb3 e6 6 Qa3 Ncé 7 Nf3 Ne7 8 Be2 0-0 9 0-0 b6 10 cxd5 Nexd5 
11 Rd1 Bb7 12 Bd2 -, Ehlvest—Fernandez Garcia, Seville Open 1994. 


(o) 5...c5!? 6 cxd5 Nxc3 7 bxc3 Qxd5 8 e3 Nc6 9 Nf3 cxd4 10 cxd4 e5!? with 
counterplay. 


(p) 12 Nxe6 Qxe6 13 Qb5t c6 14 Qxc4 Qxc4 =, Schulman—Mikhalevski, Schaum- 
burg 2006. 
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GRUNFELD DEFENSE 


Neo-Griinfeld 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 g6 3 g3 Bg7 4 Bg2(a) d5(b) 
‘37 38 39 40 41 42 
5 OX si sacs cenaeek eddies Beadvad heanesacetend peste bbl dea eee eee ee Nf3 
Nxd5 0-0 
GOA eaistiaditewiecitincars Nc3?!(h) = N£3(j) 0-0 
ND6 ... eee Nb4 Nxc3 0-0 dxc4. 
7 Ne2(c) d5(f) bxc3 0-0 Na3(t) 
e5(d) c6 c5 Nb6(k) c3(u) 
8 d5 a3 e3 Nc3 bxe3 
0-0 N4a6 Qas Nc6 c5 
9 0-0 Nc3 Bd2 OSs tncetatis d5 e3 
c6 0-0 0-0 Re8(1) Na5(o) Nc6 
10 ‘Nbe3 Nge2 Ne2 Nel(m) _—e4(p) Qe2 
cxd5 cxd5 Nc6 e5 c6(q) Bf5 
11 exd5 exd5 0-0 d5 Bg5!?(r) Rd1 
BES Nd7 Rd8 Na5 he Qbs 
12 Ne4 0-0 Nei e4 Bf4 Bb2 
Bxe4 Ned Qc7 co cxd5 Rfd8 
13 Bxe4 h3 Nb3 a4 exd5 Nc4 


Nc4(e) Nec4(g) b6 =(i) cxd5(n) Nac4(s) Qaé(v) 


(a) White can also transpose with 4 Nf3. 


(b) In order to stay in a Griinfeld after 4... 00 5 Nc3 Black must try 5... Nc6 
and then answer 6 Nf3 with 6... d5. 6 d5!? Ne5 is untested. 


(c) 7 Nf3!? Bg4 8 d5.c6 is equal. 


(d) Black’s best continuation is probably this or 7... 0-0 and 8 .. . e5. Others: (A) 
7...¢5 8 d5 e6 9 00 00 10 Nbc3 Na6 11 Nf4 e5 12 Nd3 c4 13 Nel Bd7 
14 Be3 +, Zhu Chen-Sutovsky, Gibraltar 2006. (B) 7... Nc6 8 d5 (8 Be3? Nc4! 
is terrible for White) 8... Na5 9 0-0 c6 10 Nbc3 cxd5 11 exd5 0-0 12 Re1 e6 
13 Nf4 e5!? (better was 13 .. . exd5 14 Nfxd5 with an edge) 14 Nd3 Nac4 15 b3 
e4 16 Nxe4 Bxa1 17 bxc4 Bg7 18 Qb3 +, Akopian—Shmuter, St. Petersburg 
1993. Black retains these choices if he castles on move 7. 


(e) 14 Qb3 Nd6 15 Bg2 Nd7 16 Bd2 (16 Be3 Qa5 17 Rfci Rfc8 and White is a 
shade better) 16... Nc5 17 Qa3 Nce4 18 Bb4 a5! 19 Bel Nc4 20 Qd3 Ned6 
was good for Black in Romanishin—Anand, match 1994. 19 Bxe4!? axb4 20 
Qxb4 was a better try according to Anand. 


(f) This is forced since there is no way to defend the d-pawn. 7 a3?! Nc6 8 d5 Nd4 
leaves White in danger of becoming overextended. 
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(g) 14 b3 Nd6 15 Be3 Bd7 16 Bf4 Bd7 =, Hefka—Nimtz World U18 Chp. 2003. 
(bh) This defeats the purpose of White’s setup. 

(i) Black has an easy game, Guliev-Mikhalevski, Biel 2001. 

(j) This move introduces the main line of the Neo-Griinfeld. 


(k) 7...c5 8 dxc5 Na6 9 Ng5 e6 10 Nge4 Bd7 11 Nbc3 Bc6 12 Nxd5 exd5 =, 
Wojtkiewicz—Nakamura, Virginia Beach 2004. 


(1) This is a useful waiting move for Black. 


(m) (A) 10 d5 Na5 11 Nd4 Bd7 12 Nb3 Nxb3 13 axb3 c6 14 e4 cxd5 15 exd5 =, 
Mikhalchishin—Jankovic, Croation League 2007. (B) 10 Rel e5 11 d5 Nad 
12 e4 c6 13 b3 cxd5 14 exd5 Bg4 15 Ba3 e4 16 Nxe4 Qxd5 17 Qxd5 Nxd5 
18 Rac1 +, Tkachiev—Iordachescu, Dresden 2007. 


(n) 14 exd5 Bd7 15 Ne4 Bf5! 16 Bg5 f6 17 Bd2 Nac4 18 Bc3 Bxe4 19 Bxe4 f5 
20 Bd3 e4 21 Bxc4 Nxc4 was about equal in Loginov—Mikhalevski, Beersheba 
vs. St. Petersburg 1998. 


(o) 9... Bxc3?! 10 dxc6 Bg7 11 cxb7 Bxb7 leaves White with the better pawn 
structure. 


(p) 10 Qc2 Nxd5 11 Rd1 c6 (11... Nb4? 12 Qa4 wins) 12 Ne1 Bd7 13 Nxd5 cxd5 
14 Rxd5 e6 is adequate for Black. 


(q) 1f 10... e6?7! then 11 Bg5! causes problems. 


(r) (A) 11 dxc6?! Nxc6 12 Qe2 Bg4! and Black is better. (B) 11 Bf4!? is a decent al- 
ternative. 11... cxd5 12 exd5 Nac4 (12... Bxc3 13 bxc3 Nxd5 14 Bh6 Re& 
15 Qd4 gives White a strong initiative, as does 13 ...Qxd5 14 Rel Re8 
15 Qc1) 13 Qe2 Bg4 (13... Nxb2 14 Qxb2 Na4 15 Nxa4 Bxb2 16 Nxb2 and 
the pieces are better than the queen) 14 h3 Bxf3 15 Bxf3 Rc8 16 Rac1 Nd6 
17 Rfe1 Re8 18 Nb5 +, Greenfeld—Neverov, Berlin 1995. 


(s) This is similar to 11 Bf4 except that the Black pawn on hé hangs in some vari- 
ations. 14 Qe2 Bg4 15 Rac1 Rc8 16 b3 Nd6 17 Bed Bxf3 18 Bxf3 Re8 19 Rfel =, 
Navara—Miroshmichenko, EU Chp. 2004. 


(t) 7 Ne5 Nc6! 8 Nxc6 bxc6 9 Bxc6 Bh3 gives Black very active play. 


(u) (A) 7... Nc6 8 Nxc4 Be6 9 b3 a5 10 a4 Bd5 11 Bb2 Nb4 12 e3 Be4 13 Nfed 
Bxg2 14 Kxg2 Nd7 15 Nd3 Nxd3 16 Qxd3 +, Georgiev—-Rogers, Germany 1997. 
(B) 7... Na6 8 Nxc4 c5 9 dxc5 Be6 10 Nfe5 Nxc5 11 Be3 Rc8 12 Rc1 Nd5 
13 Bd4 b6 was satisfactory for Black in Dydyshko—Ftacnik, Czech Republic 
1998. (C) 7... Nes!?. 


(v) 14 Bf1 Rac8 with chances for both sides, Georgiev—Areshenko, Coventry Open 
2005. 
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BENONI DEFENSE 
(Including Unusual Benoni-type Openings) 
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4.c5 3 d5 e6 


ZY, 


aot y 


Yi 
iat 


HE BENONI DEFENSE strives for imbalance from the start. Black cedes 
White more central territory with an advanced pawn on d5 and 

normally a kingside pawn majority. Black in turn normally gets 
dark-square play in the center and an extra queenside pawn which can be 
dangerous if mobilized. 

There is definite risk to the Benoni. The lack of space can be very 
troublesome if Black’s minor pieces get in each other’s way. White’s cen- 
tral pawn majority can threaten to push Black off the board if it is allowed 
to advance. Many grandmasters consider the defense simply unreliable. 
Undeniable, though, is that Black gains open lines and activity. The pow- 
erful fianchettoed king’s bishop and play on the e-file may combine with 
the advance of the queenside pawn majority. 

The Benoni was popularized by Tal in the 1950s and 60s when he 
dazzled the world with fabulous attacks and sacrifices, Fischer and then 
Kasparov would regularly include the opening in their repertoire. Nowa- 
days it has slightly less of a following, though sharp players regularly risk 
it and even solid Kramnik gave the Benoni a try. 

One should note that there is an important difference if Black 
chooses to delay... c5 by playing 2... e6 and then on 3 Nf3 playing 3... 
c5 4 d5, etc. Many grandmasters will only play the Benoni this way and 
will not risk the Taimanov Variation (columns 23—24) where White has 
mobilized the f-pawn. 
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The Main Line is 4 Nc3 exd5 5 cxd5 d6 6 Nf3 g6 7 h3 (columns 1-4), 
see above diagram. This was a minor variation until about ten years ago, but 
the straightforward strategy has garnered many followers. White limits 
kingside action by Black and intends classical development to secure a 
slight advantage. Black can make use of the tempo White spends on h3 by 
immediate queenside action with... b5 (columns 1—2). The tactics may 
lead to simplifications with little chance for Black to win, so some players 
will wish to try the little-played continuation of note (b). Other continua- 
tions are explored in columns 3—4 and here White probably keeps a small 
edge. 

White fianchettos his/her king’s bishop in columns 5-6 with 4 Nc3 
exd5 5 cxd5 d6 6 Nf3 g6 7 g3. This is a solid and respectable continuation 
that has not changed much in the last decade. Play is more positional and 
both sides may move on the kingside, queenside, or center. 


eon 7 


The Old Main Line is 4 Nc3 exd5 5 cxd5 d6 6 Nf3 g6 7 e4 Bg7 8 Be2 
0-0 9 0-0 (columns 7-12), see above diagram. White classically develops 
his/her pieces and plans to press forward in the center and kingside after 
due preparation. Often this involves the knight maneuver Nd2 and Nc4. 


Black has three different plans from the diagrammed position. In columns 
7-8 he/she plays 9... a6 and 10 . . . Bg4 to exchange the bishop, relieving 
congestion in the Black position. Columns 9-10 cover 9... Re8 10 Nd2 
Nbd7, playing for kingside squares and banking on a strong centralized 
knight on e5. Here Black must often weaken his kingside pawn structure 
to maintain control of e5, giving White attacking chances. In column 12 
Black develops with...Na6 and...Nc7, planning to mobilize the 
queenside majority. 

Columns 13-18 cover systems White can initiate on move six or 
seven after 4 Nc3 exd5 5 cxd5 d6. White pins the Nf6é with Bg5 in columns 
13-14. To break the pin Black must weaken the kingside with ... h6 and 
...g5, but he/she gains the bishop pair and active play. In column 15 
White plays an early Bf4, which requires an accurate response. Column 16 
is the knight’s tour Nd2-Nc4. Columns 17 and 18 are systems in which 
White avoids Nf3 so that the f-pawn is mobile. 


Y 


White stakes out a big pawn center with 4 Nc3 exd5 5 cxd5 6 e4 g6 
7 {4 Bg7 (columns 19-24), see above diagram. Black must attack or re- 
strain the center or land in great trouble. 8 Nf3 (columns 19-22) is the 
Four Pawns’ Attack, a position that can also arise from the King’s Indian 
Defense. Black should be all right with either 9... Re8 (columns 19-20) 
or 9... Bg4 (column 21). More difficult to meet is 8 Bb5t, the Taimanov 
Variation (columns 23-24). Theoretically, Black has no way to truly reach 
equality, so he/she must take refuge in complications. Many players, such 
as your author, like to reach the Benoni by the order of moves 1 d4 Nf6 
2 c4 e6 3 Nf3 c5 4 d5 exd5 5 cxd5 dé6, etc., so that the Taimanov Variation 
is avoided. 

Unusual Benoni Defenses are the subject of columns 25-30. 
Columns 25-26 cover the Blumenfeld Counter Gambit, which is usually 
reached by the move order 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nf3 c5 4 d5 b5. Black gam- 
bits a wing pawn for a strong center. White has chances for the advantage 
by either accepting the gambit with 5 dxe6 (column 25) or declining it 
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with 5 Bg5 (column 26). Column 27 is a Benoni where Black delays. . . 66. 
In the Czech Benoni Black plays with pawns on c5 and e5, which leads to 
a slower, strategic game. White has the theoretical edge, but surprise value 
may counterbalance this. Column 30 is 1 d4 c5 2 d5—a position in which 
White can avoid playing with the pawn on c4. 


BENONI DEFENSE 
; Main Line 7 h3 (and 7 g3) 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 5 3 d5 e6 4 Nc3 exd5 5 cxd5 d6 6 Nf3 g6 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
7 NS (A) cv ivetiwsiececesed of tela tiWi cman easton teaeees g3 
Bg7(b) Bg7 
8 e4 Bg2 
0-0 0-0 
9 Bd3 0-0 
Do icewcedaleseeaivasectvods aG(i)......... Nd7 Nbd7(o} 
10 Bxb5 ......5. Nxb5 a4(j) 0-0 Nd2 ......... Re1(s) 
Nxe4 Re&(e) Re8 Nh5(I) a6(p) a6 
11 Nxe4 0-0(f) 0-0 Bg5(m) a4 a4 
Qa5t Nxe4 c4 Bi6 Re8 Rb8 
12 Nfd2 Re1(g) Bc2 Be3 Nc4(q) e4(t) 
Qxb5 a6! Nbd7 Re8 Ne5 b5 
13 Nxd6 Na3 Be3 Nd2 Nxe5 axb5 
Qa6(c) Nf6é Qc7 Bd4 Rxe5 axb5 
14 N2c4 Rxe8 Qe2 Rel e4 Bf1 


Nd7(d) Nxe8(h) Rb8&(k) Bxe3(n) Re8(r) Ng4!(u) 


(a) Some players use the move order 7 e4 Bg7 8 h3, which avoids note (b). 
Against this Black can try 7 .. . a6 (planning 8 a4 Bg4 9 Be2 Bxf3 10 Bxf3 Bg7 
11 0-0 0-0 12 Bf4 Qe7 transposing into column 1). Here White has 8 Qe2! Qe7 
9 e5 dxe5 10 Nxe5 Nbd7 11 Bf4 Nh5 12 Nxd7 Bxd7 13 Bce7!-Re8 14 d6 forcing 
a better endgame, Onischuk—Pantsulaia, Turin Ol, 2006. If Black wants an 
early deviation he/she should consider 6 . .. a6. 


(b) Black can avoid the column continuation with 7... a6 8 a4 Qe7!? 9 Bg5 Nbd7 
10 e3 Bg7 11 Be2 0-0 12 0-0 h6 13 Bh4 Ned with close to equality, Karpov— 
de Firmian, Biel 1990. 


(c) 13 ...Qd3 14 N2c4 Qxdit 15 Kxd1 Ba6 16 Kc2 Nd7 17 Bg5 Rfb8 18 Rad11! 
Ned 19 b3 Nxc4 20 Nxc4 Bxc4 21 bxc4 Rb2t 22 Kd3 +, atelih Gdanskt Trak- 
lion 1993. 


(d) 15 0-0 Nb6 16 Nxb6 Qxb6! 17 Nxc8 (17 Nc4 Qa6 =) 17... Raxc8 18 Rei Rfe8 
19 Rxe8t Rxe8 20 Rb1 Qd6 21 Bg5 Re4 and Black will win the d-pawn back to 
achieve a drawn position, Golod—Bromberger, Bad Wiese 2004. Theoretically, 
this line may be all right, but in practice Black needs to play accurately just to 
make a draw. 


(e) A good alternative is 10 .. . Nxe4 11 Bxe4 Re8 12 Ng5 h6 13 Ne6 Qa5t 14 Nc3 
Bxc3t 15 bxc3 Qxc3t 16 Bd2 Qc4 17 Qe2 Qxe2t 18 Kxe2 Na6! and Black 
stands well in the endgame, Loeffler~Hoffman, Bundesliga 2006. 
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(f) (A) 11 Nd2 Nxd5 12 Nc4 Nb4 13 Be2 Ba6 14 Nbxd6 Re6 15 Bf4 Nd7 16 0-0 Ne5 
17 Bxe5 Bxe5 18 a3 Rxd6 19 Nxd6 Qxd6 20 axb4 Qxd1 21 Bxd1 Bxf1 22 Kxf1 
cxb4 =, Hillarp Persson—Gdanski, Gothenberg 1997. (B) 11 Bg5 c4! 12 Bxc4 
Rxe4t 13 Be2 Qa5t 14 Nd2 Ba6 ~, Krasenkow—Gdanski, Warsaw 1997. 


(g) 12 Qa4 a6!? 13 Bxe4 Bd7 14 Bd3 Qbé6 =. 
(h) 15 Nc4 Bb7 16 Bf4 Qc7 17 Nfd2 Nd7 =, Savchenko—Abdeinabbi, Misr 2006. 


(i) 9... Re8 10 0-0 c4 11 Bxc4 (11 Be2 b5 12 Nxb5 Nxe4 13 Re1 Nxf2! =) 
11 ...Nxe4 12 Nxe4 Rxe4 13 Bg5 Bf6 14 Bd3 Re8 15 Qa4 Nd7 16 Qh4 =, 
Khalifman—Masiak, Aeroflot Open 2007. 


(j) 10 0-0 b5 11 Bf4 Re8 12 Re1 Qb6 13 a3 Nbd7 14 Qd2 Bb7 15 b4 Rac8 =, 
Kallo—de Firmian, Gausdal 2003. 


(k) 15 a5 b5 16 axb6 Nxb6 17 Nd2 Nfd7 18 Ra2 =, Vescovi—Peptan, Bermuda 
1998. 


(1) Black can also include the moves 10 . . . a6 11 a4 and then proceed with 
11... Nh5. After 12 Rel Re8 13 Bg5 Bf6 14 Bd2 Ne5 15 Be2 Nxf3t 16 Bxf3 
Ng7 17 Rb1 Bed 18 b4 White has a slight advantage, Sjodahl—Agrest, Swedish 
League 2005. 


(m) 11 Re1 Re8 12 g4 Nhf6 13 Bf4 Ne5 14 Nxe5 dxe5 15 Be3 is also favorable for 
White, Golod—Krush, Montreal 2005. 


(n) 15 Rxe3 a6 16 a4 Rb8 17 Bfl +, Ibragimov—J. Watson, Las Vegas 2002. 


(o) 9... Na6 10 Nd2 Nc7 11 Nc4 Nfe8 12 a4 b6 13 Qc2 f5 14 Bd2 Bd7 15 Rad1 
Rb8 16 Rfe1 b5!? 17 axb5 Nxb5 is about equal, Akesson—Wedberg, Swedish 
Chp. 2004. 


(p) Black has a respectable alternative in 10...Nh5 11 Nde4 Ndfé 12 Bg5 hé 
13 Nxfét Nxf6 14 Bd2 Re8 15 h3 Bfs =, Djurié—de Firmian, New York 1986. 


(q) 12 h3 Rb8 13 Nc4 Nb6 14 Na3 Bd7 15 e4 Qc7 16 Be3 Nc8 17 Qd3 Na7 18 Nc4 
b5 19 axb5 Nxb5! =, Tkachiev—Cebalo, Croatian League 2004. 


(r) 15 Rb1 b5! 16 axb5 axb5 17 b4 c4 18 h3 Bd7 =, Karpov—Adianto, Jakarta 1997. 


(s) (A) 10 Bf4 Qe7 11 h3 (11 e4 Ng4 =, 11 Nb5 Ne8) 11... a6 12 a4 Rb8 13 e4 b5 
14 axb5 axb5 15 Re1 Ne8 16 Qe2 Rb6! 17 Nxb5 Ba6 18 Rxa6 Rxa6 19 Nbd4 
Nb8 20 Nc6 Rxc6 21 dxc6 Nxc6 =, Razuvaev—Psakhis, Irkutsk 1986. (B) 10 e4 
Re8 11 Re1 a6 12 a4 c4 13 Bf1 Nc5 14 Nd2 Qc7 15 Bxc4 Bh3 with activity for 
the pawn, Alburt—de Firmian, U.S. Chp. 1985. 


(t) 12 a5 b5 13 axb6 Rxb6 14 Bf1 Re8 15 Nd2 Rb4 16 e4 Ned =, Kouatly~Lautier, 
Marseille 1988. 


(u) On 14...b4 15 Nb5 =. After 14... Ng4 15 Nxb5 Nde5 16 Nxe5 Nxe5 17 Be2 
Qb6 18 Nc3 Bh3, Black has good play for the pawn, Scheeren—van der Wiel, 
Dutch Chp. 1987. 


BENONI DEFENSE 
Old Main Line 


1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 c5 3 d5 e6 4 Nc3 exd5 5 cxd5 d6 
6 Nf3 g6 7 e4 Bg7 8 Be2 0-0 9'0-0 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
Qr.56 AG (A) sei iris Res 
10 a4 Nd2(k) 
Bg4(b) NDZ iiticscvnvediiatves§ OG vs Soaked: Na6(t) 
11 Bf4(c) a4(1) a4 {3 
Bxf3......... Re&(h) Ne5 Nbd7 Nc7 
12 Bxf3 Nd2(i) Ra3 Re1(o) Qc2(r) a4 
Qe7(d) Bxe2 g5(m) g5(p) h5 b6(u) 
13 Re1(e) Qxe2 Rel Bb5 h3 Nc4 
Nbd7 Nh5 Ng6 Re7 Qe7 Ba6 
14 Qd2(f)} Be3 Bb5 Nfi Rel Bg5 
Rfe8 Nd7 Re7 h6 g5 hé 
15 a5 g4 Nf1 Ng3 Qd1 Bh4 
h5 Nhf6é a6 Ng6 Ne5 Qd7 
16 Be2 3 Bc4 Bd2 Bxh5 Khi 
Nh7(g) Nbe(j) = h6fm)~—s“Ngafq) gs) «= Bxc(v) 


(a) The immediate 9... Bg4 is less accurate: 10 h3 Bxf3 11 Bxf3 a6 12 Bf4! b5 
13 eb &. 


(b) (A) 10... b6 11 Bf4 Ra7 12 Nd2 Re7 13 Bf3 Ne8 14 Nc4 leaves Black under 
pressure, Smyslov—Ragozin, USSR 1953. (B) 10... Nbd7?! 11 Bg5 h6 12 Bh4 
Qe7 13 Nd2 allows White to place all his pieces on good squares. 


(c) Alternatives promise little: (A) 11 h3 Bxf3 12 Bxf3 Nbd7 13 Bf4 Qe7 14 Rel 
Rfe8 is similar to the column, but White’s h3 is not imperative. (B) 11 Nd2 
Bxe2 12 Qxe2 Nbd7 13 Nc4 Nb6 14 Ne3 Re8 15 a5 Nc8! =. (C) 11 Bg5 h6 
12 Bh4 Bxf3 13 Bxf3 Nbd7 14 Qc2 Re8 15 Be2 Qa5=. 


(d) 12...Ne8 13 a5 Nd7 14 Qd2 Rb8 15 Be2 b5 16 axb6 Qxbé 17 Ra2 +, 
Gajewski—Friedel, Capelle la Grande 2007. 


(e) 13 e5 dxe5 14 d6 Qe6 15 Re1 Nbd7 16 Bxb7 Ra7 17 Bf3 Rb! (threatening 
.. ._ Rb6) +, Sherwin—Povah, 4NCL 2006. 


(f) On 14 a5 Black should avoid 14... Ne8?! 15 Na4! Nc7 16 Bg4 Ned 17 Nb6 
Rad8 18 Bh3 +, Ehlvest—Minasian, New York 1993. Correct is 14... Ne5 
15 Be2 Rfe8 16 Bg3 g5 17 Ra4 Nfd7 =, Barlov—de Firmian, Novi Sad Ol. 1990. 


(g) 17 Bfl g5 18 Be3 Qfs 19 £3 h4 =, Korotylev-Akopian, Aeroflot Open 2006. 
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(h) 11... Qe7 12 Nd2 Bxe2 13 Qxe2 Nh5 14 Be3 Nd7 15 Rae’ b5?! 16 axb5 axb5 
17 Nxb5 Rfb8 18 Rb1 Ra2 19 b4 +, Anand—TIllescas, match 1997. 


(i) 12 h3? Nxe4! 13 Nxe4 (13 hxg4 Bxc3) 13... Rxe4 14 Bg5 Qe8 15 Bd3 Bxf3 
16 Qxf3 Rb4 with an extra pawn, Uhlmann—Fischer, Palma de Mallorca 1970. 


(j) 17 Kh1 Nfd7 18 a5 Nc8 19 Bf2 Ned 20 Bg3 Na7 21 f4 +, Milos—Martinez, Itau 
Cup 2004, White has an edge but Black has counterchances here. 


(k) 10 Qc2 used to be played decades ago, but does little for White’s position. 
Black can respond 10... Na6, 10... Bg4, or 10... Nbd7 with good chances. 


(1) 11 h3 g5 12 Nc4 Nxe4 13 Nxe4 Rxe4 14 Nxd6 Rd4 15 Qc2 Nb6 16 Nxc8 Rxc8 
17 Be3 Rb4 =, Lahav—Psakhis 1990. 


(m) 12...Nh5 13 Bxh5 gxh5 14 Nd1 Qh4 15 Ra3 Bd7 16 h3 +, Dlugy—Wedberg, 
New York 1986. 


(n) 17 Ng3 Bd7 18 a5 Ng4 19 Be2 N4e5 =, Xu Jun—Bu Xiangzhi, Hei Bei 2001. 


(0) White may also choose 12 Qc2 g5 13 b3 g4 14 Bb2 Nh5 15 g3! +, G. Garcia— 
Browne, Las Palmas 1974. 


(p) Black has no fully satisfactory continuation. On 12... Nh5?! 13 Bxh5 gxh5 
14 Nf1 f5 15 Ng3! +, Fominyh—Mojseev, Hatberg 1991. After 12... Nfg4?! 
13 h3 Nxf2 14 Kxf2 Qh4t 15 Kgi Bxh3 16 Nf1 +, White defends against the 
attack, 


(q) 17 h3 N4e5 18 Nh5 Bh8 19 f4 gxf4 20 Nxf4 with attacking prospects against 
Black’s weakened kingside, Ftacnik-Womacka, Bundesliga 1990. 


(r) 12 Ra3 Rb8 13 h3 Qe7 14 a5 h6 15 £4 b5 16 axb6 Rxb6 17 Kh1 +, Atalik— 
Pantsulala, Turin OL 2006. 


(s) 17 hxg4 Bxg4 18 Bxg4 Nfxg4 19 Nf3 Nxf3t 20 Qxf3 Qh4 21 Bf4 Be5 22 Nd1 
leaves Black only partial compensation for the pawn, Timoshenko—Gallego, 
Cappelle la Grande 1998. 


(t) (A) 11 Bxa6 bxa6 leaves Black at least equal as his two bishops and open b-file 
provide good play. (B) 11 Re1 Nc7 12 a4 b6 13 Qc2 Rb8 14 Nc4 Ba6 15 Bf4 
Bxc4 16 Bxc4 Nh5 17 Be3 a6 =, Reshevsky—Tarjan, U.S. Chp, 1977. 


(u) Notbadis 12 ...Nd7 13 Nc4 Ned 14Ne3f5 15 exf5 gxf5 16 £4 Ng6 (or... Nf7) 
17 Kh1 Rf8 18 Bd3 Qf6 19 Qc2 Bd7 with fair chances for Black, Lukas—Kur- 
man, Austrian League 2001. 


(v) 17 Bxc4 a6 18 Qd3 Nhs 19 Rfel Bd4 20 Qf1! g5 21 Bf2 Bxf2 22 Qxf2 bs 
23 Bf1 +, Ehlvest-Shliperman, New York 1998. 


BENONI DEFENSE 
Other Sixth- and Seventh-Move Variations 
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 c5 3 d5 e6 4 Nc3 exd5 5.cxd5 d6 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
6 INES fiiak se Soueceas aia na ven Sedetek Sedans iebaeekniat e4 
g6 g6 
Zot BBD ide viisdint cemieesev eens: BE4.......0085 Nd2 Bd3.......... f3 
h6 a6!(h) Bg7 Bg7 Bg7 
8 Bh4 a4(i) Ne4(I) Nge2 Bg5 
Bg7(a) Qe7! 0-0 0-0 h6(s) 
9 C8 sesasoet eee e4 h3 Bf4(m) 0-0 Be3 
g5(b) a6!(e) Nbd7(j) Nes a6(q) 0-0 
10 Bg3 a4(f) Nd2 Qd2 a4 Qd2(t) 
Nh5 g5 Ne5 b6(n) Nbd7 Re8(u) 
11 Bd3(c) Bg3 e4 e3(o) h3 Be2(v) 
Nxg3 Nh5 Bg7 Ba6 Qc7 hs 
12 ~=—hxg3 Be2 Be2 a4 Ng3 ad 
Nd7 Nxg3 0-0 f5 Re8 a6 
13. Qe2 hxg3 0-0 h4 £4 a5 


a6(d) Nd7(g) Nfd7(k) Bxc4(p) Rb8&(r) bs(w) 


(a) Black can also chase the bishop immediately with 8 .. . g5 9 Bg3 Nh5 10 Qa4t 
(10 e3 Nxg3 11 hxg3 Bg7 is back in the column) 10... Nd7 11 Qe4t Qe7 
12 Bxd6 Qxe4 13 Nxe4 f5 14 Bxf8 fxe4 15 Bxh6 Rxh6 16 Nxg5 e3! F. 


(b) 9... 0-0?! 10 Nd2 makes it difficult to break the pin. 


(c) (A) 11 Nd2 Nxg3 12 hxg3 Nd7 13 Nc4 Ned 14 Nxe5 Bxed =, Bagirov—Savon, 
USSR 1973. (B) 11 Bb5t Kfs 12 Bd3 Nxg3 13 hxg3 Nd7 14 Qc2 Qe7 15 0-0 h5 
is fully equal, Deze—Velimirovié, Sambor 1972. 


(d) 14 a4 Qe7 15 Bf5 Rb8 16 a5 b5 17 axb6 Rxb6 18 Nd2 0-0 19 Nc4 Rbé4 =, 
Engquist—-Wedberg, Stockholm 1989. 


(e) Black should avoid 9... g5 10 Bg3 Nh5 11 Bb5t Kfs 12 e5! Nxg3 13 fxg3! 
dxe5 14 0-0a6 15 Bd3 with a promisirig attack, Miles-Herndndez, Biel 1977. 


(f) 10 Nd2 b5 11 Be2 Nbd7 12 0-0 0-0 13 a4 b4 14 Ncb1 Re8 15 {4 Qc7 16 Bf3 c4 
17 e5! c3! with equal chances, Mikhaelevsky—Psakhis, Israeli Chp. 1996. 


(g) 14 0-00-0 15 Qc2 Rb8 16 a5 Qe7 =, Martinez—de Firmian, Las Vegas 1993. 


(h) 7... Bg7 8 Qa4t! Bd7 9 Qb3 Qc7 (9... b5 10 Bxd6 Qh6 11 Be5 0-0 12 63 c4 
13 Qd1 +) 10 e4 0-0 11 Nd2 Nh5 12 Be3 f5 13 exf5 gxf5 14 Be2 f4 15 Bxc5! +, 
Korchnoi-Nunn, London 1984. 
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(i) 8 64 b5 9 Qe2 (9 &5 dxe5 10 Nxe5 Bd6 +) 9... Be7 10 5 dxe5 11 BxeS Nbd7 
12 0-0-0 Nxe5 =, Benjamin—de Firmian, U.S. Chp. 2002. 


(j) The natural 9 .. . Bg7?! fails to 10 Nd2! and 11 Nc4 +. 


(k) 14 Bh2 g5 15 f4 gxf4 16 Bxf4 Ng6 17 Bh2 Kh8 =, Timoshenko-de Firmian, 
Yerevan Ol. 1996. 


(1) 8 e4 0-0 9 Be2 transposes into column 10 after 9...Re8 10 0-0. Black may 
also choose 9... Re8 10 0-0 Na6 11 f3 Nc7 12 a4 Nd7 13 Kh1 f5 14 exf5 gxf5 
15 Nc4 Ned oo, van der Sterren—de Firmian, Antwerp 1994. 


(m) 9 Bg5 Qe7 10 e3 Nbd7 11 Be2 Ned 12 Nxe5 Qxe5 13 Bf4 Qe7 14 0-0 Bf5 15 Re1 
a6 16 a4 Rib8 =, Gulko—Wahls, Groningen 1990. 


(n) Sharp and risky is 10... Bxc3!? 11 bxc3 (11 Qxc3 bb and 12...b4)11...b5 
12 Nb2 £5 13 e3 g5 14 Bg3 Qe7 15 Be2 Nf6 o0, Seirawan—D. Gurevich, Holly- 
wood 1985, 


(o) 11 Nb5 Ba6 12 Nbxd6? Nxd6 13 Nxd6 g5! 14 Bg3 f5 wins (Nunn). 
(p) 14 Bxc4 a6 15 Be2 Nd7 =, Farago—Velimirovié, Amsterdam 1976. 


(q) 9... Re8 10 Ng3 (10 h3 c4!?7) 10... Nbd7 11 3 a6 12 a4 Qc7 13 Kh1 hd! isa 
good plan. After 14 f4 h4 15 Nge2 c4 16 Bc2 Nc5, Black had a pleasant posi- 
tion in Hopman-Nijboer, Amsterdam 2006. 


(r) 14 Be3 c4 15 Bc2 Nc5 16 Qf3 b5 17 axb5 axb5 18 e5 fxe5 19 fxe5 Rxe5 20 Bd4 
Rg5 (or . . . b4) 21 Nge2 gives chances for both sides in this sharp position, 
Akesson—Nataf, Rilton Cup 2005 (Black should probably play 21 .. . Nh5 
here). 


(s) 8...0-0 9 Qd2 a6 10 a4 h6 (10... Re8 11 Be2 Qad 12 Bf4 Qc7 13 a5 
11 Bxhé6 Nxe4 12 Nxe4 Qh4t 13 g3 Qxh6 14 Qxh6 Bxh6 15 Nxd6 
Novikov—van Wely, Antwerp 1997. 


(t) 10 Nge2 Nbd7 11 Ng3 h5 12 Be2 a6 13 a4h4 14 Nf1 Re8 15 Nd2 Nh5d 16 Nc4 
Ne5 =, Dao—Smirin, Las Palmas 1993. 


(u) 10... a6 11 a4 Nbd7 allows 12 Nh3 Kh7 13 Nf2 and 14 Be2 +, as White has 
good squares for all his pieces. 


(v) Not now 11 Bxh6?! Nxe4 12 Nxe4 Qh4t 13 g3 Qxh6 =. 


(w) 14 axb6 Qxb6 15 Bd1 Nbd7 16 Nge2 Ne5 17 b3 a5 18 0-0 Ba6 =, Christiansen— 
Marin, Szirak Int. 1987. 


— 
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BENONI DEFENSE 


Four Pawns’ Attack and Taimanov Variation 


1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 c5 3 d5 eG 4 Nc3 exd5 5 cxd5 d6 6 e4 g6 7 {4 Bg7 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
8 Nf3 ... (Four Pawns’ Attack) ..........csccevcsscenns Bb5t!(o) ....(Taimanov 
0-0 Nfd7(p) Variation) 
9 Be2(a) a4 Bd3(s) 
ROB iii cfcitiedccdecsevssiewes Bg4 ...ecseeee b5?! 0-0(q) 0-0(t) 
on Nd2 0-0()) e5 Nf3 Nf3 
dxe5 Nbd7(£)} Nbd7 dxe5 Na6 Na6é 
141 fxe5 0-0 h3(k) fxe5 0-0 0-0 
Ng4 c4 Bxf3 Ng4 Nc7 Rbs 
12 Bg5(b) Khi(g) Bxf3 Bg5 Bc4! Be3 
Qb6(c) Nc5 Re8 Qb6(m) Nb6 Nf6 
13 0-0 e5 Rel 0-0 Ba2 h3 
Nxe5 dxe5 Qad c4t Bg4 Nc7 
14 d6(d) fxe5(h) Be3 _Kh1 h3 a4 
Qxb2(e) Rxe5(i} b5(1) Nf2t(n) Bxf3(r) 


(a) 9 Bd3 Bg4 10 0-0 a6 11 a4 Nbd7 12 Khi Rb8 13 Qb3 Bxf3 14 Rxf3 Re8 =, 
Jaroslav—Martin, Prague 1995. 


(b) 12 e6 fxe6 13 Bgs5 Nfé (.. . Qb6!?) 14 d6 hé 15 Bxf6 Qxf6 (15... Bxf6 may be 
better} 16 Nb5 +, Jobava—Bologan, Turin Ol. 2006. 


(c) 12... £613 exf6 Bxf6 14 Qd2 Bxg5 15 Qxg5 Qxg5 16 Nxg5 #, Torres—Romero 
Holmes, Palma de Mallorca 1992. 


(d) 14 Nxe5?! Bxe5 15 Bc4 Qxb2! 16 dé Rfs! 17 Bxf7t?! Kg7! 18 Resigns, 
Semkov—Marin, Berga 1990. 


(e) 15 Nd5 Bfs! 16 Ne7t Rxe7 17 dxe7 Nbc6 18 Rcl Re8 +, Barsov—Marin, Bu- 
dapest 1990. 


(f) Also reasonable is 10... Na6 11 0-0 Nc7 12 a4 Rb8 13 Kh1 a6 14 a5 Bd7 
15 e5 (15 Bf3 Nb5 =) 15... dxe5 16 Nc4 Bb5 17 d6 Ne6 18 fxe5 Nd7 =, Vaiser— 
Tbragimov, Bern 1992. 


(g) (A) 12 Bxe4 Nod =. (B) 12 Bf3?! b5! 13 Kh1a6 +, Pomar—Fischer, Havana 1966. 


(h) 14 Nxc4 exf4 15 Bxf4 Nce4 16 Bf3 Nxc3 17 bxc3 Ne4 18 Qb3 b6 19 d6 Ba6 
20 Bxe4 Rxe4 +, Dlugy—Vaiser, Havana 1985. 


(i) 15 Nxc4 Re8 16 Bg5 h6 17 Bxf6 Bxf6 18 d6 Bxc3 19 bxc3 Bf5 =, Tegubov— 
Grunfeld, Corsica Rapid 2003. 


(j) 10 e5 Bxf3 11 Bxf3 dxe5 12 fxe5 Nfd7 13 e6 Ned 14 0-0 fxe6 15 Be3 Nxf3t 
16 Rxf3 Rxf3 17 Qxf3 exd5 18 Nxd5 Nc6 =. 
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(k) 11 a4 Re8 12 h3 Bxf3 13 Bxf3 c4 14 Be3 Qa5d =, Peev—Velimirovié, Sofia 1972. 
(1) 15 a3 Nb6 16 Bf2 Nc4 17 Qc2 Nd7 =, Cebalo—Mohr, Croatian League 2003. 


(m) 12...16 13 exf6 Bxf6 14 Qd2 Bf5 15 Nxb5 Nd7 16 0-0 Qb6 17 Bc4 Nde5 
18 Nxe5 Nxe5 19 d6t! Nxc4 20 Qd5t Kg7 21 Bxf6t Rxf6 22 Qxe4 +, Sosonko- 
Reshevsky, Holland 1977. 


(n) 15 Rxf2 Qxf2 16 Nxb5 Qc5 17 Nd6 Qc7 18 Nxc4 +, Palao—Xu Yaping, Istanbul 
OL. 2000. 


(0) Mikenas’s 8 e5 Nfd7! 9 Nb5 dxe5 10 Nd6t Ke7 11 Nxc8t Qxc8 is sharp and 
dangerous, but after 12 Nf3 (12 dét Kf8 13 Nf3 e4 +) 12... Re8 13 fxe5 Nxe5 
14 Bb5 Nbd7 15 0-0 Kf8 16 Nxe5 Rxe5 17 Bf4 c4! Black is quite okay, 
Jankovic-Simic, Mitropa Cup 2006. 


(p) Black comes out worse on 8... Nbd7?! 9 e5 dxe5 10 fxe5 Nh5 11 e6 Qh4t 
12 g3 Nxg3 13 hxg3 Qxh1 14 Be3 Bxc3t 15 bxc3 a6 16 exd7t Bxd7 17 Bxd7t 
Kxd7 18 Qb3 + (also 18 Qf3 is +), I. Sokolov-Topalov, Wijk aan Zee 1996. 


(q) Black should probably try 9... Qh4t 10 g3 Qd8 11 Nf3 0-0 12 0-0 a6 13 Bd3 
Nf6 14 Kg2 Bg4 15 h3 Bxf3t 16 Qxf3 +, Neuman—Simacek, Czech Open 2006. 
Here at least Black develops all the pieces. 


(r) 15 Qxf3 Nd7 16 e5! dxe5 17 {5 Ne8 18 Ne4 +, Jelen—Skembris, Cannes 1995, 


(s) White also has 9 Be2 0-0 10 Nf3 NaG 11 0-0 Nc7 12 Nd2 Re8 13 Bf3 Rb8 
14 a4 +, Hort—Bellon, Manila Ol. 1992. 


(t) 9... Qh4t 10 g3 Qd8 (10... Qe7 11 Nf3 +) 11 Nf3 0-0 12 0-0 Re8 13 Kg2 a6 
14 a4 Nf8 15 h3 stops Black’s counterplay, Yrjéla-Santamaria, Thessaloniki 
Ol. 1984. The column is Schiffer-Nunn, Amsterdam 1976. 
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UNUSUAL BENONI DEFENSES 


Including the Blumenfeld Counter Gambit 
and Czech Benoni 


1d4 
25 26 27 28 29 30 
bere INGG af he ocacey Seas oe a hie ea ee a tea et esata c5 
2 c4 (Blumenfeld d5 
e6... Counter Gambit) ..c5 e5(q) 
3 Nf3 d5 e4 
c5 BGO rieieeees e5 (Czech Benoni) d6 
4 d5(a) Nc3 Nc3 Nc3 
bs Bg7 dé Be7 
5 = dxe6......... Bg5 e4 e4 Nf3 
fxe6 h6é(e)} d6 Be7 Nf6 
6 cxb5 Bxf6 Nf3(h) NES eesieievss g3(n) Be2 
d5(b) Qxf6 0-0 0-0 0-0 0-0 
7 e3 Nc3(f) Bda(i) h3 Bg2(o) 0-0 
Bd6 b4 e6 Na6(l) Nes a6 
8 Be2(c) Nb5 0-0(j) Bd3 Nge2 a4 
0-0 Kds | exd5 Nc7 g6 Nes 
9 00 e4 exd5 Be3 Bhé Nd2 
Nbd7(d) —g5(g) Bg4(k) Bd7(m) Ng7(p) Bg5(r) 


(a) Note the order of moves (...e6 before ...c5), which is normal for the Blu- 
menfeld, and also how many main-line Benonis are reached. In the rest of the 
chapter we have used 1 d4 Nfé 2 c4 c5 3 d5 e6 for consistency. 


(b) 6... Bb7 7 g3 Be7 8 Bg2 0-0 9 0-0 a6 10 Nc3 Nd5 11 Nxd5 Bxd5 12 bxa6 Rxa6 
13 Ne5 +, Grabarczyk—Wojtaszek, Poznan 2005. Some players will be happy 
anyway with Black’s game here. 


(c) 8 Nc3 Bb7! 9 Be2 0-0 10 b3 Nbd7 11 Bb2 Qe7 with a strong center and attack- 
ing chances for the pawn, Tarrasch—Alekhine, Pistyan 1922. 


(d) 10 Nbd2 Bb7 11 b3 Qe7 12 Qc2 Rac8 13 Ba3 +, Krasenkow—Werner, Bun- 
desliga 2005. 


(e) 5...exd5 6 cxd5 d6 (or 6... Qa5t 7 Nc3 Ne4 8 Bd2 Nxd2 9 Nxd2 b4 
10 Nce4 +) 7 e4 a6 8 a4 Be7 9 Bxf6 Bxf6 10 axb5 Bxb2 11 Ra2 +, Vaganian— 
Grigorian, USSR Chp. 1971. 


(f) 7 Qc2 exd5 8 cxd5 Na6 9 Nc3 Rb8 10 e4.c4 11 &5 Qf4 12 d6 Bb7 13 Ne2 Qe4=, 
Barus—Rodrfguez, Jakarta 1993. 


(g) Black has reasonable chances here: (A) 10 a3 g4 11 Nd2 Qxb2 12 axb4 cxb4 
13 Be2 Bb7 =, Vokac—Rogers, Lazne Bohdanec 1994. (B) 10 e5 Qf4 11 h3 Bb7 
12 g3 Qe4t 13 Kd2 g4 co, Hertneck—Hergert, Germany 1991. (C) 10 Bd3 Bb7 
11 0-0 g4 12 e5 Qg7 13 Nd2 Qxe5 14 Re1 Qxb2 15 Ne4 exd5 16 Ned6 Bxd6 
17 Nxd6 Kc7 =, Leitao—A. Rodriguez, Covas Rapid 2005. 


(h) 6 £4 0-0 7 Nf3 transposes into the King’s Indian Defense, Four Pawns’ Attack. 


(i) (A) 7 Be2 e6 8 0-0 Na6 9 Re1 Re8 allows Black to benefit from delaying . . . e6 
and... exd5, as 10 Nd2 Nc7 leaves White with no strong plan. (B) 7 Bf4 e5 
8 Bg5 h6é 9 Bd2 Nh7 10 Qc1 hd +, Portisch—Hjartarson, Rotterdam 1989. 


(j) 8 h3 exd5 9 exd5 (9 cxd5 transposes into column 1) 9... Re8t 10 Be3 Bhé 
11 0-0 Bxe3 12 fxe3 Kg7 (12 . . . Rxe3 allows White too much lead in develop- 
ment) 13 Qd2 Qe7 14 Rf2 Ng8 15 Raf1 £6 oo, Pinter-Andonov, Dubai Ol. 1986. 


(k) 10 h3 Bxf3 11 Qxf3 Nfd7 12 Qd1 Ne5 13 Be2 f5 14 f4 Nf7 15 Bd2 Nd7 16 Bd3 
Re8 17 Qf3 +, Cvitan—Barbero, Zurich 1992, 


(1) 7... Nbd7 8 Bd3 a6 9 a4 Nh5 10 Ne2 g6 11 g4 Ng7 12 Bh6é Nf6 13 Ng3 leaves 
White with clearly more space, LAmi—Nisipeanu, Warsaw 2005. 


(m) 10 Nh2 a6 11 a4 b5 12 0-0 bxc4 13 Bxc4 Rb8 14 b3 Nfe8 15 Qd2 +, Kaidanov— 
Ehlvest, New York 1993. 


(n) 6 Bd3 0-0 7 Nge2 Ne8 8 0-0 Bg5 9 a3 Nd7 10 g3 Bxc1 11 Nxc1 g6 12 Be2 
Ng7 =, Hamann—Hort, Harrachow 1967. 


(0) 7 Bh3?! Bxh3 8 Nxh3 Qd7 9 Ng1 Na6 10 h3 Nc7 11 g4b5 allows Black queen- 
side play, Verduga—Miles, San Francisco 1987. 


(p) 10 Qd2 Nd7 11 0-0 Nfé 12 h3 Kh8 13 Be3 Nd7 14 Radi f5 15 Bh6 Nf6 16 f4 +, 
Topalov—Manoloy, Elenite 1992. 


(q) (A) 2...g6 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 e4 dé 5 Nf3 Bg7 6 BbSt Bd7 7 a4 0-0 8 0-0 Na6 
9 Re1 +, Kasparov—Beliavsky, match 1983. (B) 2...e6 3 e4 exd5 4 exd5 d6 5 
Nc3 Nfé 6 Nf3 Be7 7 Be2 0-0 8 0-0 Bg4 9 Bf4 =. In these two cases and in the 
column White benefits from not having played c4. 


(r) 10-Nc4 Bxc1 11 Qxc1 Nd7 12 a5 g6 13 Na4 Qe7 (13 .. . £5 14 exf5 gxf5 15 f4 +) 
14 Ra3 +. This line is Porath—Ciocaltea, Netanya 1965, through move 11. 
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BENKO GAMBIT 


1 d4 Nfé 2 c4.c5 3. d5 b5 


riven FE 
“ws x 7] 


Vay, | a 
t% An a 


VA Be 

i a te 
ae 
RAE Be a, BOG 
OLN Sane 


wy 
KYL 


HE BENKO Gamoit offers a positional pawn sacrifice to immediately 
create activity on the far queenside. Named after the American/ 

Hungarian grandmaster Pal Benko, the concept behind Black’s 
third move is to remove the supporting pawn at c4 and open the queen- 
side files (a- and b-files) for pressure on the flank. Black’s development is 
speeded and he/she obtains the advantage of one pawn island against two 
for White—a more compact structure. All these are long-term positional 
factors, and Black will need them as he/she gains little direct activity or 
tactical chances that most gambits bring. Computers and even some 
grandmasters have the view that White is a pawn ahead with no immedi- 
ate problems. That view is simply too complacent, as the pressure Black 
obtains may last even into the endgame. Black’s success in the gambit- 
accepted variations has spurred White players to investigate lines declin- 
ing the gambit, which look to be at least as promising. 

In the past Fedorowicz, Hodgson, and Vaganian have been the seri- 
ous practitioners of the opening. There are few grandmasters today that 
use the Benko with real regularity, but many who use it on occasion. 

Columns 1-6 cover White lines directly accepting the gambit with 
4 cxb5 a6 5 bxa6. In column 1 White chooses a double fianchetto, which 
does not work well against a precise move order by Black. In columns 2-4 
White gives up the right to castle by allowing the bishop exchange on f1. 
The extra time Black gains from this helps to equalize chances. White 
plays with great ambition in columns 5-6, not only accepting the gambit 
but aiming for a central pawn roller to start a quick attack. 

The Fianchetto Variation, 4 cxb5 a6 5 bxa6 g6 6 Nc3 Bxa6 7 g3 d6 
(columns 7—12), has become a well established, solid answer to the Benko. 
White is able to castle and complete development, having no concerns 
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about his king’s safety. Yet Black is able to proceed with his/her queenside 
initiative and should be able to hold the balance if done accurately. 

Declining the gambit (columns 13-18) creates a different game en- 
tirely. Avoiding the capture on c4 (columns 13-14) leaves a more tradi- 
tional Indian defense—like a King’s Indian or Benoni structure. Columns 
15, 16, and 18 begin with 4 cxb5 but after 4... a6 make no attempt to 
hold the pawn. Column 15, 5 f3, stakes out the center while Black recap- 
tures the pawn. Column 16, 5 b6, seeks to develop and leave Black con- 
gested on the queenside. This can be effective if Black is not very alert. 
Column 17, 4 cxb5 a6 5 e3, attempts to hold the pawn while retaining the 
right to castle. Column 18 is a sharp line in which White sacrifices a pawn 
for attacking chances and tactical opportunities. 
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BENKO GAMBIT 


1d4 Nf6 2 c4.c5 3 d5 b5 4 cxb5 a6 5 bxa6 g6!(a) 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
6  b3?!l........ Nc3(e) 
Bg7 Bxa6(f) 
7 Bb2 04 (8) iis .isnaivetee eden soavenesiheapenee’s £4(p) 
0-0 Bxf1 g6 
8 g3 Kxf1 Nf3(q) 
Nxa6!(b) d6 BB7......000 Qa5!(s) 
9 Bg2 1 fs g4(m) e4 Bd2(t) 
Bb7 Bg7 Bg7(n) Bxf1 0-0 
10 Nhd3(c) g3(h) Kg2 Rxf1 e4 
e6 0-0 0-0 0-0 d6 
141 Nf Kg2 g5 Kf2 Bxa6 
Nxd5 Qb6 ......... Nbd7 Nh5 Qb6 Qxa6! 
12 Bxg7 h3(i) h3 Nge2 Kgi Qe2(u) 
Kxg7 Na6 Ra6(k) eb Na6 Nbd7 
13 Nxd5 Rel Re1 h4 Qe2 Qxa6 
Bxd5(d) Nd7{j) Qa8(l) f6(o) Ribs(r) Rxa6(v) 


(a) This is the most accurate order of moves, as sometimes Black will want to cap- 
ture the pawn on a6 with the knight. The most usual case of this is against the 
double fianchetto (column 1).On 5... Bxa6 6 g3 d6 7 Bg2 g6 8 b3! Bg7 9 Bb2 
0-0 10 Nh3 Nbd7 11 0-0 Qb6 12 Bc3! leaves Black too little counterplay for the 
pawn, Gheorgiu—Pavlovié, Lugano 1983. 


(b) This key move allows Black excellent play against White’s setup. 


(c) 10 64 Qa5!+ 11 Bc3 Nb4! 12 Ne2 (12 a3?! Nxe4 13 Bxe4 Bxc3t 14 Nxc3 Nxd5 
wins) 12 ...Qb5 13 a4 Nd3t 14 Kf1 Qa6 15 Bf3 e6! +, Nussbaumer—Claesen, 
Austria 1993. 


(d) 14 Bxd5 exd5 15 0-0 (15 Qxd5? Qf6 wins) 15...d4 16 a3 h5 17 Qd3 h4 
18 Nd2 hxg3 19 hxg3 Qg5 with excellent play for Black, Csom—Alburt, New 
York 1987, 


(e) 6 a7?! Rxa7 only helps Black. 


(f) Black should no longer delay capturing the pawn, as otherwise White plays e4 
without losing his castling rights. 


(g) 7 Nf3 is often played, but it has no real independent significance as White 
will soon play either e4 as in the column or g3 as in the fianchetto variation 
(columns 7-12). 


(h) 10 h3 Nbd7 11 Kg1 0-0 12 Kh2 Ne8 13 Rel Qb6 14 Re2 Nc7 15 Bg5 Rfe8 16 Rc1 
Qa6 17 Qd2 Bxc3 18 bxc3 f6 19 Bf4 Qc4 =, Krelling—Milov, Dotzheim 2002. 


.(i) This move takes some kingside space and stops the Black knight from moving 
to e5 via g4. 


(j) 14 Re2 Qb7 15 Bf4 c4 16 Qd2 Rfb8 17 e5 dxe5 18 Nxe5 Nxe5 19 Bxe5 Rxe5 
20 Nb4 with fair chances for Black, Kaidanov—Bradford, Las Vegas 1995. 


(k) 12...Qa5 13 Qc2 Nb6 14 Rb1 Na4! 15 Nd1 Nb6 16 a3 Rfb8 17 Rel Nfd7 
18 Bd2 Qa4 19 Qxa4 Nxa4 =, Chernikov—Tolstikh, Geské Budéjovice 1995. 


(1) Black combines queenside play with pressure on the a8—h1 diagonal. After 
14 Re2 e6 15 Bf4 exd5 16 exd5 Rb8 17 Rc1 Ne8 18 Rec2 Ndf6 19 Kh2 Nc7 
Black had fair play for the pawn in Bernasek—Guidarelli, “Friendship” Tour- 
nament 2002. 


(m) White’s plan is not necessarily to drive the knight away from f6, but to take 
space on the kingside. 


(n) 9...Qc8 10 h3 Bg7 11 Kg2 0-0 12 NgeZ Na6 13 Be3 +, Seirawan—D. Gurevich, 
U.S. Chp. 1987. 


(0) 14 Qd3 Ra7 15 Qh3 Raf7 =, Viasenko-Solozhenkin, Chigorin Mem. 2005. 


(p) This is a very aggressive (some say greedy) continuation. White not only takes 
the gambit pawn, but plays for a big pawn center. 


(q) Not 8 e4?! Bxf1 9 Kxf1 as White’s king would be more exposed than in col- 
umn 2. 


(rt) 14 Kh1 Ne8 15 e5 Nec7 16 f5 dxe5 17 Nxe5 and White has a dangerous attack, 
Ellers~Klemper, Dortmund Open, 1993. 


(s) This slows White from the advance e4, allowing Black good chances. 


(t) 9 Qd2 Bg7 10 e4 Bxf1 11 Rxf1 0-0 12 Kf2 Qxc3! 13 bxc3 Ne4t 14 Ke2 Nxd2 
15 Kxd2 Nd7 16 Kc2 Nb6 +, Gurdez—Wilder, France 1989. 


(u) 12 Kf2 Nbd7 13 Re1 Qb6 14 b3 c4t is good for Black. 


(v) 14 0-0 (14 0-0-0 Ng4!) 14... Rb8 15 b3 Ne8 16 Rfe1 Nc7 17 h3 (Mancini- 
LeConte, French League 2002), now 17... Nb5 allows good play for Black. 


BENKO GAMBIT 
Kingside Fianchetto by White 
1 d4 Nfé 2 c4.c5 3 d5 b5 4 cxb5 a6 5 bxa6 g6 6 Nc3 Bxa6 7 g3 d6(a) 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
Bo BB ve ldicedegeureneserestieee tases tides Uae eedees seu yee tenbeuaeiien Nf3 
Bg7 Bg7 
O: NEB e.ecaueadiies aoieess Nh3 ha!? 
Nbd7 Nbd7 0-0(1) 
10 0-0 OO. cciteisetidivagstaaeas Nf4 h5 
O-O. ccc ceeeee Nb6! (d) 0-0 0-0 Nbd7 
11 «BE Rel Rb1!? h4 hxg6 
Qbé6!?7(b) 0-0 Qa5(g) Qe7(j) hxg6 
12 + Rbi Bf4(e) Qc2 hs? Bhé 
Rfbs Nh5 Ribs Rfbs Bxh6 
13 b3 Bg5 Bar wie Bd2 hxg6 Rxhé 
Ng4 h6é Ne8 Ne’ hxg6 Kg7 
14 Bd2 Bc1 Bb2 Rfc1 Qc2 Qd2 
Qa7z7 Nf6 c4i(h) Nc7 Ne5 Qa5d 
15 h3 Rb1 Bal Qe4 Be4?! Rh1 
Nged(c) Bc4(f) Nc5d = NeS(i) Ra7(k) Rh8 (m) 


(a) Black needs to stop d5-d6 now, as it is becoming a positional threat. 


(b) 11... Ng4?! 12 Qc2 Qad 13 Rfcl Rfb8 14 Bd2 Nge5 15 Nxe5 Nxe5 16 b3 c4 
17 h3 +, Gavrikov—Popov, West Berlin 1989. 


(c) 16 Nxe5 Nxe5 17 a4 Rb7 18 Kh2 Qb8 with some queenside pressure for the 
pawn, Obuhov-Versinin, Orel 1997. 


(d) An important move which presures d5 and gives Black the opportunity of a 
later... Ne4 or... Na4. 


(e) 12 e4 Nfd7 13 Qc2 Nc4 14 Bf1 Nde5 15 Nxe5 Nxe5 16 Kg2 Bxf1t is about 
equal, Korenek—Taborsky, Prague 2005. 


(f) 16 e4 Nfd7 17 a3 Ba6 18 Qc2 Nc4 19 b4 cxb4 20 axb4 Nce5 21 Nxe5 Nxe5 
22 b5 Bb7 23 Ne2 Qcé! =, Baburin—Rogers, 4NCL 2000. 


(g) 11... Nb6!? 12 b3 Bc8 13 Nf4 Bf5 14 e4 Bg4 is provocative, but probably all 
right for Black. 


(h) White lacks the maneuver Nd4 and Nc6, so c4 attacks the queenside without 
positional drawbacks. 


(i) 16 Qh4 Nb5 17 Qxe7 Re8 18 Qh4 Nd4 with compensation for the two pawns, 
Koneru-Neelotpal, India 2003. 
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(j) Black has several good moves here as White’s attack is not too dangerous. He/ 
she could play 11... Qa5, 11... h5, or 11... Ne5 with reasonable chances, 


-(k) 16 Kf1 Rb4 17 a3 Nxe4 18 Nxe4 Re4 19 Nc3 Bc8 with a big advantage, 
Pohlers—Molinaroli, Germany 1995, 


(1) Black can play 9...h5 with a perfectly fine game, but there is little to fear 
from the opening of the h-file. 


(m) 16 Rxh8 Rxh8 17 0-0-0 Ng4! and Black is for choice (analysis by Fedorowicz). 


668 


BENKO GAMBIT 


Declined Variations 


1 d4 Nf6é 2 c4.c5 3 d5 b5 


13 14 15 16 17 18 
4 NfB......00 a4(f)......... cxb5 
b4(a)} b4(g) a6 
5 a3(b) Nd2 £3!7(j)........ DOs nk. OS i ciweiteeed Nc3 
g6(c) g6 e6(k) d6(o) g6(q) axb5(u) 
6 axb4 e4 e4 Nc3 Nc3 e4(v) 
cxb4 dé exd5(l) g6 Bg7 b4 
7 e4(d) Ngi3 exd5(m) Nf3 a4 Nb5 
Nxe4 Bg7 Bd6 Bg7 0-0 dé 
8 Qd4 g3 Qe2t e4 Ra3 Bfa! 
Nf6 e6 Kfs 0-0 d6(r) Nbd7(w) 
9 Rxa7 Bh3 Nc3 Be2(p) Nge2 Nf3 
Rxa7 exd5 axb5 Nbd7 Nbd7(s) Nxe4(x) 
10 Qxa7 Bxc8 Be3 a4 Nf4. Qe2(y) 
Na6 Qxc8 c4 a5 Nes! f5 
11 Be3 cexd5?!(h) Nxb5 0-0 h4 Ng5 
d6 0-0 Qa5dt Nxb6 axb5 Ndf6 
12 Be2 0-0 Nc3 Bf4 Nxb5 f3 
Bg7(e) c4(i) Nxd5(n) Ne&= Nc7(t) Nxd5(z) 


(a) (A) 4... Bb7!? 5 a4 b4 6 Nbd2 dé 7 e4 g6 8 b3 Bg7 9 Bb2 0-0 10 g3 eb 11 Bg2 
Nbd7 12 0-0 Qe7 13 Ne1 Rfe& 14 Nd3 Bc8 is a roughly equal position. 
(B) 4... bxe4 5 Nc3 and 6 e4 +. 


(b) (A) 5 Nbd2 g6 6 e4 Bg7 7 Bd3 d6 8 0-0 0-0 9 Rei Nbd7 10 h3 Nbé 11 Nf1 
Re8 =, Krupoder—Afromeev, Tula 2001. (B) 5 Bg5 dé 6 Nbd2 (6 Bxf6!7) 6... 26 
7 e4 Bg7 8 Bd3 0-0 9 h3 a5 10 0-0 a4 11 a3 Qad 12 &5 dxe5 13 Nxe5 e6 14 Rel 
Ra7 15 Qf3 Nfd7 =, Chekov—Fishbein, Moscow 1989. 


(c) 5...Na6 6 axb4 Nxb4 7 Nc3 dé 8 e4 g6 9 Be2 Bg7 10 0-0 0-0 11 Bf4 Bg4 
12 h3 , I. Sokolov—Kir. Georgiev, Sarajevo 1998. 


(d) 7 Be3 a5 8 g3 Bg7 9 Bg2 0-0 10 0-0 Bb7 11 Nbd2 d6 12 Bd4 Nbd7 13 Re1 Qc7 
14 e4 Nc5 15 Qc2 e5 16 Bxcd dxc5d =, I. Sokolov—Wilder, Preston 1989. 


(e) 13 Nbd2 Qd7 14 Qb6 Qb7 =, I. Sokolov—van Wely, Wijk aan Zee 2004. 


(f) (A) 4 Nc3?! b4! 5 Na4 d6 = as the knight on a4 is offside. (B) On 4 e3 just about 
anything is okay for Black—4 . . . bxc4 or 4... g6 is equal. 


(g) On the natural 4... bxc4?! 5 Nc3 followed by e4 and capturing on c4 gives 
White a simple advantage. 
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(h) White should just be safe with 11 exd5 0-0 12 0-0.=. The move played allows 
Black to seize the initiative. 


-() 13 Qc2 c3 14 bxc3 bxc3 15 Nb3 Qg4! +, Schmidt—Kasparov, Dubai Ol. 1986. 
(j) This is the sharpest and most tactical line against the Benko. 


(k) If Black wants a normal Benko-type position, he should play 5... axb5 6 e4 
d6 7 Bxb5t Bd7. On 6 ... Qa5t 7 b4 cxb4 8 Nd2 b3!? 9 Qxb3 e6 10 Bxb5 Ba6 
is double-edged, but White can play 7 Bd2 b4 8 Na3! dé 9 Nc4Qd8 (9... Qc7 
10 a3! +) 10 Bd3 e6 11 dxe6 Bxe6 12 Ne2 d5 13 exd5 Nxd5 14 0-0 Be7 15 Qc2 
h6 16 Bf5 +, Gabriel-Fedorowicz, New York 1995. 


(1) Here many gambits are possible. One such try is 6. . . c4!? 7 Bxc4 (7 Nc3 axb5 
8 dxe6 fxe6 9 e5 b4! +, Gabriel-Sagalchik, New York 1995) 7... Bc5 8 Ne2 
Qb6 9 Nbc3 axb5 10 Bxb5 0-0 11 Bg5 Ne8 12 Qd2 Bf2t 13 Kf1 Bc5 14 Nd1 Na6 
15 Be3 d6 with chances for both sides, Shipov—Nesterov, Moscow 1994. 


(m) 7 e5 Qe7 8 Qe2 Ng8 9 Nc3 Bb7 10 Nh3 c4 11 Be3 axb5 12 0-0-0 Qb4 
13 Nf4 Ne7 14 Bb6 Na6 15 Rxd5 Qxc3t?! 16 bxc3 Nxd5 17 Qe4 Ba3t 18 Kd2 
Nc5 19 Bxc5 Bxc5 20 Nxd5 Rxa2t with excellent compensation for the queen, 
Adianto—Mariano, Malaysia 2005. 


(n) 13 Qxc4 Nxc3 14 bxc3 Ne6 15 Kf2 Ba6 16 Qb3 Bxf1 17 Kxf1 Re8 =, Siskin— 
Krivoseja, Kiev 1997. 


(o) There is no rush to capture on b6, A sharp alternative is 5... e6 6 Nc3 exd5 
7 Nxd5 Nxd5 8 Qxd5 Nc6 9 Nf3 Be7 10 e4 Rb8 (10... Bb7 11 Bc4 0-0 12 Qf5 
Qxb6 13 0-0 d6 14 Bd2 +, Salov—Lautier, Enghien-les-Bains 1999) 11 Bc4 0-0 
12 0-0 Rxb6 (12...Na5 deserves attention) 13 Qh5 d6 14 Ng5 Bxg5 
15 Bxg5 +, Lautier—Richter, Germany 1998, 


(p) 9 a4 Qxb6 10 a5 Qc7 11 Be2 Nbd7 12 0-0 Rb8 13 h3 Ne8 14 Qc2 Qh7 
15 Ra2 Nc7 =, Shipov—Mecking, ACP Blitz 2004. The column is Shaked— 
Shirov, Tilburg 1997. 


(q) Alternatives are: (A) 5...axb5 6 Bxb5 Qa5t 7 Nc3 Bb7 8 Nge2 Nxd5 
(8... Bxd5!? 9 0-0 Bc6 10 a4 e6 -, Khenkin—Claesen, Antwerp 1995) 9 0-0 
Nxc3 (9... Nf6 loses time) 10 Nxc3 e6 11 a4 Nc6 12 e4 Be7 13 Bf4 Qd8 14 
Qd3 0-0 15 Rad1 Nd4 16 Be5 Bf6 17 Bd6 Be7 =, Shirov-Adams, Dortmund 
1992. (B) 5... Bb7 6 Nc3 Qa5 7 bxa6 Bxd5 8 Bd2 Bc6 9 Nf3 Qc7 10 Bd3 =. 


(rt) The sharpest response is 8... Bb7!? getting ready to hit in the center with 
...e6, After 9 Nf3 e6 10 dxe6 fxe6 11 Qd6.Qc8 12 Be2 axb5 13 axb5! gives 
Black development problems, so he should play 9 Nf3 axb5 10 Bxb5 e6 
11 dxe6 fxe6 12 Qd6 Bxf3 13 gxf3 Qc8 14 0-0 Ne8 15 Qe8 Ne6= , Petursson— 
Fedorowicz, Reykjavik 1990. 


(s) Black is aiming for normal Benko counterplay by exchanging on b5 at some 
point. 


(t) 13 h5 Nxb5 14 Bxb5 Ba6 15 hxg6 hxg6 16 Be2 Qb6 17 0-0 Bxe2 18 Nxe2 Rfb8 
=, Azmaiparashvili—Topalov, Burgas 1994, 


(u) Black has a reasonable way to sidestep the main line with5 . . . Qa5!? 6 b6 (on 
6 bxa6 g6 the position of the queen on a5 doesn’t harm Black) 6... Bb7! 7 Bd2 
Qxb6 8 e4 e6 with chances for both sides. 
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(v) 6 Nxb5 Ba6 7 Nc3 transposes to normal gambit accepted lines. 


(w) A serious alternative is 8... Nxe4 9 Bd3 (9 Qe2? g5!} 9...g5 10 Be3 Bd7 
(10... Qa5d 11 Ne2 £5 12 0-0 f4 13 Bc1 Nf6 14 Re1 Kf7 15 b3 Nbd7 16 Bb2 Ne5 
17 Bxe5 dxe5 18 £3 Bb7 19 Bc4 favors White, I. Sokolov—Hendriks, Dutch Chp. 
1996) 11 Qe2 Qad 12 Nf3 Bg7 13 0-0 h6é!? 14 a3 0-0 15 h4 g4 16 Nd2 Nf6 
17 Nb3 Qd8 with complications in a roughly equal position, Kepjokin—Pervn, 
Pavlograd 1997. 


(x) Now the play becomes very strange and Black’s position appears shaky, but 
that is normal for this line. 


(y) 10 Bd3 f5 11 Nh4 Qad 12 0-0 Ba6 13 Qe2 g5 is unclear. 


(z) 13 Nxe4! (13 fxe4 Nxf4 =) 13 ...Nxf4 14 Nexd6t Kd7 15 Qe5 exd6 16 0-0-0 
Qfé 17 Qxc5 Ne6 with chances for both sides in a sharp, entertaining position. 
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HE ENGLISH OPENING is really a twentieth century invention, though it 
(T| derives its name from association with the Englishman Howard 
Staunton. Staunton played it six times against St. Amant in their 
1843 match, and also in the historic London tournament of 1851, His ex- 
ample didn’t inspire others of the time and the odd opening did not catch 
on in the rest of the nineteenth century. Morphy and other open-game 
players simply had disdain for the slower strategy. As the twentieth cen- 
tury began, a few daring explorers such as Tartakower, Rubinstein, and 
Nimzovich ventured it occasionally. When Botvinnik began playing the 
English in the 1930s and 40s the once odd opening strategy became quite 
respectable. By the 1960s and 70s it had become mainstream, used regu- 
larly by Petrosian, Korchnoi, and other top players. Fischer’s choice of it 
against Spassky in 1972 was a sensation that ended his hitherto unswerv- 
ing devotion to the king’s pawn. The English remained in fashion to the 
end of the century and was in regular use by such luminaries as Kasparov 
and Timman. The twenty-first century, however, has started with the open- 
ing suffering a slight decline of interest. The era of computers in chess has 
seen the fashion shift toward more forcing openings for the White side. 
English Opening strategy is characterized by fluid pawn formations 
and vigorous struggles for central control. Often White will follow his ini- 
tial queenside thrust with a fianchetto of his king’s bishop and an attempt 
to establish a grip on the light squares. Black may counter this by taking 
the White side of a Sicilian Defense with colors reversed, or by attempting 
to transpose to one of several queen pawn openings, such as the Queen’s 
Gambit Declined, the King’s Indian, or the Dutch Defense. The indepen- 
dent alternative is the Symmetrical Variation, which is rich in possibili- 
ties ranging from countergambits and aggressive isolated queen pawn 
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formations to cramped but dynamic hedgehog setups and the quiet, subtle 
maneuvering of the Ultra-Symmetrical Variation. 

It is natural to treat the English as a Sicilian reversed, but the results 
are often surprising—main lines in the Sicilian Defense correspond to ob- 
scure side variations in the English, and vice versa. 


The Four Knights’ Variation, 1... e5 2 Nc3 Nf6 3 Nf3 Nc6 (columns 
1-12), a direct and logical continuation, offers Black reliable defense with 
some flexibility for counterattack (see diagram above). Black will usually 
follow a strategy like that of the Nimzo-Indian Defense, conceding his 
king’s bishop for a knight to get free development and an aggressive cen- 
tral posture. Columns 7-8, in which Black departs from this safe strategy 
to play a genuine Dragon Sicilian with colors reversed, are important. It 
seems risky to play a sharp variation with a tempo less, but healthy ag- 
gression brings Black nearly equal chances. 

In Carls’ “Bremen” System (or the Accelerated Fianchetto) with 3 g3 
(columns 13-18), White tries to steal a march on Four Knights’ lines, or at 
least to transpose to favorable subvariations, but he must contend with the 
Keres Variation (columns 17—18), a formidable central bulwark. 
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The Closed Variation, 2... Nc6 3 g3 g6 4 Bg2 Bg7 (columns 19-25), 
imitates the Closed Sicilian with colors reversed (see diagram above). 
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White can easily obtain complete domination of the queenside, but turn- 
ing this to account while neutralizing Black’s kingside chances is another 
matter. For both White and Black, a major decision is how to deploy the 
king’s knight; columns 19-21 illustrate the consequences of different 
choices. 

Columns 26-27 and 29-30 show the effects of an early... f5 by 
Black. The pawns on e5 and f5 present a strong front, but with careful play 
White can lure them forward to overextension. Column 28 shows that 
Black should not try to force transposition to the Closed Variation if White 
does not fianchetto. 

The system 1...e5 2 Nc3 d6 includes some interesting offbeat sub- 
variations, but is now primarily important for columns 32 and 36, in 
which Black plays an early ... £5, similarly to column 29. 

Columns 37-38 are variations that have fallen out of fashion, but this 
was the usual way to play the English from the mid-nineteenth century 
until Carls and others reintroduced the kingside fianchetto around the 
time of the First World War. Columns 39-40 are an unrefuted attempt to 
accelerate the minor-piece trade that characterizes the Four Knights’, 
These lines were rarely seen before 1980, but have been intensely fash- 
ionable through the 1990s. Columns 41-42 show miscellaneous indepen- 
dent possibilities. 

Black may choose to handle the English by playing his/her favorite 
defense to the queen’s pawn against it. White in turn may allow the trans- 
position by playing an early d4, or he may postpone that move or avoid it 
altogether, leading to uniquely “English” lines. The results of the latter 
strategy are shown in columns 43-46 (Nimzo-Indian English), 47-49 
(Queen’s Indian English), 50-54 (a hybrid variation with its own unique 
character), 55-60 (King’s Indian English), and 61-62 (Griinfeld English). 
Overall, White’s loss of direct territorial control in delaying d4 is just bal- 
anced by gains in flexibility and tactical subtleties, If White delays devel- 
opment of his queen’s knight, Black may safely venture the Double 
Fianchetto Defense (columns. 63-65), or the impudent Romanishin Varia- 
tion (column 66), favored by Korchnoi. 

The Symmetrical Variation (1 ...c5) is perhaps the most exciting de- 
fense to the English. In the main variations, one or both players will disrupt 
the center almost immediately by pushing the queen-pawn two squares, 
and an intense struggle for control of d4 and d5 will develop. 
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The Symmetrical Four Knights’ Variation, 2 Nf3 Nf6 3 Nc3 Nc6 
(columns 67—78), epitomizes this type of game (see above diagram). In the 
modern variations of columns 67-72, it is often a question of whose pawn 
sacrifice comes first and most effectively, White’s on c3 or Black’s on d5. 
In the older fianchetto variation (columns 73-78), Black cedes an advan- 
tage in central territory but can challenge the queenside by .. . b5. 

In columns 79-80, Black energetically achieves .. . d5 before White 
has played d4. The main variation (column 80) is wild: White moves his 
king twice in the first eight moves, but sacrifices a pawn for a strong 
attack. 

In columns 81-84, Black chooses relief from the tactical melees of 
the previous columns with the popular 3...e6. The late Paul Keres in- 
vented the system with 4... d5 (columns 82-84). Black aims at a setup 
similar to the Tarrasch Defense to the Queen’s Gambit Declined, but with 
his defense eased by the exchange of a pair of knights. 
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The Hedgehog Defense with 3... e6and 4... b6 (columns 85-90) is 
a development of the 1970s and 80s (see above diagram). Before the 1970s, 
“hedgehog” was a generic term describing any setup that was cramped, 
defensive, and difficult to attack. Now it refers to a specific formation in 
which Black’s c-pawn is exchanged for White’s d-pawn and Black’s minor 
pieces are developed as in a Queen’s Indian. Black allows White a central 
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bind with pawns on c4 and e4, but Black’s chances to achieve... d5 or 
... b5 give his/her game dynamic potential. 

Columns 91-96 cover the Rubinstein/Botvinnik Variation, 1 c4 c5 
2.Nc3 Nf6 3 g3 d5 4 cxd5 Nxd5 5 Bg2 Nc7, a sort of Maréczy Bind Sicilian 
with colors reversed. If Black can complete development in spite of hair- 
raising light-square invasions or doubled, isolated c-pawns, he/she can 
often look forward to good winning chances arising from his or her central 
spatial advantage. 


The Ultra-Symmetrical Variation (columns 97—102) arises when both 
players adopt the same negative strategy of preventing each other’s 
d-pawn breaks (see above diagram). These lines require great patience, 
and the player of White must carefully steer away from variations where 
there is no advantageous way to break symmetry, such as columns 100 
and 101. But anyone who plays the Symmetrical English for either White 
or Black should become familiar with the strategic themes of this section. 

Columns 103-108 are odds and ends. These unusual first and sec- 
ond moves will mostly transpose to other variations or other openings, 
but there are some exceptions that one must watch for. 
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ENGLISH OPENING 
Four Knights’ Variation 
1 c4 e5 2 Nc3 Nfé 3 Nf3 Nc6 4 g3 


1 2 3 4 5 6 
er Bb 4th acodiirad seterstecavsc Ses voce taste encanta het en ae nee ane Bc5(n) 
5 BQ tsa jecice tay Cadaia Cees tig wetedaned ade lanes Nd5 d3(o) 

0-0 Bc5(k) 0-0 
6 0-0(a) Bg2 Bg2 
OOS cok. oe piri bak edas MOOS vaneteaeelacen Re&(h) d6 hé 
7 NS sccsccessecersecsneesnes Ne1 Nd5 0-0 0-0 
Bxc3 Bxc3 Bc5(i) 0-0 d6 
8 bxc3 dxc3 d3 e3(1) a3 
Res hé(f) Nxd5 a6(m) a5 
9 O38 iatiives f3 Nc2 cxd5 d4 e3 
exd3 exf3(c) b6(g) Nd4 Ba7 Bb6 
10 exd3 Nxf3 Ne3 Nd2 Nc3 b3 
d6 d5(d) Bb7 d6 hé6 Bf5 
11 Rb1 d4 Nd5 e3 h3 Bb2 
hé Ne4 Ned Nf5 Bf5 Re8 
12 Ne4 Qc2 b3 Nc4 a3 h3 
Nxe4(b) dxc4(e) Rfes + a6(j) Ne4 = Qdz7(p) 


(a) 6 Nd5 e4 (6... Bc5 7 0-0 d6 8 d3 Nxd5 9 cxd5 Nd4 10 Nxd4 Bxd4 11 e3 Bb6 
12 b4 Bd7 13 a4 a5 14 bd f5 15 Bd2 Qi6 16 Re1 Qg6 17 Re4 f4 18 exf4 Qxd3 
19 Qc1 exf4 20 Bxf4 Qg6 21 Be3 +, Karpov—Anand, Frankfurt 1997) 7 Nh4 Bc5 
8 0-0 Re8 9 d3 exd3 10 Qxd3 Ned 11 Qe? c6 +, Smyslov—Mecking, Petropolis 
Int. 1973. 


(b) 13 Bxe4 Ned 14 f4! Nxc4 15 f5 =, Mecking—Tan, Petropolis Int. 1973. White 
has just enough for the pawn. 


(c) 9... e3!7 10 d3 d5 11 Qb3 Nad! 12 Qa3 c6 13 cxd5 cxd5 14 f4 Bg4 =, 
Gulko—Korneev, Montreal 2006. 


(d) 10...Qe7 (10... d6!?, Ivanchuk—Adams, Melody Amber 1992) 11 e3 Ne5 

"42 Nd4! Nd3 (12... Nxc4 13 Nf5 Qe6 14 d3 with a dangerous attack) 13 Qe2 
Nxc1 14 Raxc1 d6 15 Rf4 with pressure on the f-file, Kasparov—Karpov, World 
Chp. 1987. 


(e) 13 Rb1 f5 14 g4 fxg4 15 Nxe5 Nxe5 16 Bxe4 Ng6 17 Bxg6 hxg6 18 Qxg6 +, 
Lesiege—Zugic, Montreal 2001. 


(f) 8...d6 9 Nc2 Re8 10 Bg5 hé 11 Bxfé Qxfé 12 Ne3 Re5 (12... BES 13 £4!) 
13 Qb3! Rb8 14 Radi b6 15 Re6 Rbe8 16 Rfd1 + as Black will lose a pawn, 
Uhlmann-Reshevsky, Skopje 1976. 
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(g) 9... d6 is also common: 10 Ne3 Re8 11 Qc2 a5 12 £4 exf3 13 exf3 Ne7 14 f4 
Rbs is just a tad better for White, Bischoff-Khalifman, Bundesliga 2000. 


(h) 6... Bxc3 7 bxc3 (7 dxc3 d6—J. Watson) 7... Re8 8 d3 e4 9 Nd4 (9 Ng5 is 
column 1) 9...exd3 10 exd3 h6 11 Rb1 Nxd4 12 cxd4 d5, Hodgson—Salov, 
Amsterdam (Donner Memorial) 1996. White is slightly better, but progress is 
stalled by the blockaded d-pawns. 


(i) The alternatives may not be as reliable: (A) 7... Bf8 8 d3 h6 9 Bd2 a5 10 Bc3 
d6 11 Nd2 +, Polugaevsky—Podgaets, Moscow 1973. (B) 7...e4 8 Nel d6 
9 d3 Bxel 10 Rxe1 exd3 11 Bg5!, Smyslov—Mestel, Hastings 1972/73. 
(C) 7... Nxd5 8 cxd5 Nd4 9 Nxd4 exd4 10 e3 c5 (10... . dxe3 may be neces- 
sary) 11 a3 Ba5 12 exd4 cxd4 13 dé +, Timman—Hiibner, match 1991. 


(j) 13 Bd2 Bd7 14 Rc1 Rc8 15 Nad +, Minasian—Tkachiev, ECU Cup 2006. 


(k) (A) 5... Nxd5 6 cxd5 Nd4 (6... e4? 7 dxc6 exf3 8 Qb3 Resigns, Petrosian— 
Ree, Wijk aan Zee 1971) 7 Nxd4 exd4 8 Qc2 Qe7 9 Bg2 Bad (9... Bc5 10 b4) 
10 0-0 Bb6 11 e3 d6 12 b3 0-0 13 Bb2 dxe3 14 dxe3 +, Gelfand—Mirumian, 
Yerevan Ol. 1996. (B) 5...e4 6 Nh4 Bcd 7 Bg2 d6 8 0-0 Be6 (8... g5?! 9 d4) 
9 Nxf6t Qxf6 10 Bxe4 Bxc4 11 Qa4 d5 12 d3 g5 13 Bg2 Bxd3 14 Nf3 Be4 15 
Bxg5 Qxb2 unclear, J. De Mauro—M. Suta, World Corr. Chp. 1973. 


(1) 8 d3 h6 9 e3 a5 10 b3 Nxd5 11 cxd5 Ne7 12 d4 exd4 13 Nxd4 Qd7 =, Hiibner— 
Karpov, Bad Kissingen 1980. 


(m) 8... Bb6 9 Nxb6 axb6 10 b3 Bf5 11 d3 Qc8 12 Re1 +. The column is Svidler— 
Gelfand, Melody Amber 2006. 


(n) (A) 4...d5 is columns 7-8. (B) 4...g6 5 d4 is related to column 28: 
5...exd4 6 Nxd4 Bg7 7 Bg2 0-0 8 0-0 Re8 9 Nxc6 bxc6 10 Bf4 + (Uhlmann). 
(CQ) 4... Nd4 is playable but lackluster: 5 Bg2 Nxf3t 6 Bxf3 Bb4 7 Qb3 Bcd 
8 0-0 +; but not 5 Nxe5? Qe7 6 £4 (6 Nd3? Nf3 mate) 6... d6 7 Nd3 Bf5 +. 


(o) 5 Nxe5 Bxf2t 6 Kxf2 Nxe5 7e4c5 8 d3 d6 9 h3 0-0 (better than 9...h510 Be2 
Nh7 11 Kg2! h4 12 g4 Ng5 13 Be3 +, Botvinnik—Keres, Moscow 1966) 10 Be2 
Ne8 11 Kg2 Nc7 12 Be3 Ne6, Hickman—Camaratta, U.S. Corr. Chp. 1972/75; 
Black has nothing to fear. 


(p) 13 Kh2 Bh7 =, Portisch-Babula, Warsaw 2005. 


ENGLISH OPENING 


Four Knights’ Variation 
1 c4 e5 2 Nc3 Nf6 3 Nf3 Nc6 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
4 Boosie dwstdvesasoanons ai OSi nwaetiauiieietovie vids d4(m) 
d5 Bb4........55 Be7 OXd4.....008: e4 
5 cxd5 Qc2(g) d4(k) Nxd4 Nd2(o) 
Nxd5 0-0(h) exd4 Bb4 Bb4!?(p) 
6 Bg2 Nd5 Nxd4 Bg5 e3 
Nb6(a) Re8 0-0 hé 0-0 
7 00 Qfs Be2 Bh4 Be2 
Be7 d6 d5 Bxc3t Re8& 
8 (sk eee a3 Nxf6t Nxc6 bxc3 0-0 
0-0 0-0 Qxf6 (i) bxcé d6 Bxc3 
9 a3(b) b4 Qxf6 0-0 £3(n) bxc3 
Be6 Be6(e) gxf6 Bd6 Ne5 d6 
10 b4 Rb1 a3 b3 e4 f3 
Nd4(c) f6 Bc5 Qe7 Ngo Bf5 
11 Bb2 d3 b4 Bb2 Bf2 fxe4 
Nxf3t(d) Nd4(f) Bb6(j) dxc4!(1) 0-0 = Nxe4!(q) 


(a) After 6...Be6 7 00 Be7 8 d4! exd4 9 Nxd4 Nxd4 10 Qxd4 +, Marin— 
Skjoldborg, Rilton Cup 2001. 


(b) The older 9 Be3 lacks punch: 9... Be6 (but not 9... f5 10 b4!) 10 Qe1 f5 
11 Rd1 Nd5 =, Andersson—Chernin, Reggio Emilia 1986. 


(c) 10...£5 11 Be3 Bf6 12 Rc1 Nd4 13 Bxd4 exd4 14 Na4 Bd5 (14... Nxa4 
15 Qxa4 c6 16 Nd2 Bd5 17 Rc5 + —Schwarz) 15 Nc5 Qe7 16 Qd2 Rae& 
17 a4! +, Ljubojevié—Hjartarson, Reykjavik 1991. It’s not easy to relieve the 
pressure on Black’s queenside. 


(d) 12 Bxf3 c6 13 Ne4 Nd7 14 Qc2 Bd5 15 Nd2 Rc8 =, Hjartarson—Lobron, Debre- 
cen 1992. 


(e) 9...Re8 is also possible and can become complex: 10 Rb1 Bfé 11 d3 a5 12 b5 
Nd4 13 Nd2a4 14 e3 Ne6 15 Nf3 Nc5 16 d4 +, Kir. Georgiev—Gelfand, Manila 
Int. 1990. 


(f) 12 Be3 Nxf3t 13 Bxf3 c6 14 Bc5 Nd5 =, van Wely-Tiviakov, Wijk aan Zee 
2007. 


(g) 5 Nd5 e4 6 Ng? (the older 6 Nxb4 Nxb4 7 Nd4 0-0 8 a3 Na6 gave White 
nothing, Swiderski—Marshall, Nuremberg 1906) 6... 0-0 7 Qc2 Re8 8 Ne2 
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Bd6! 9 a3 b5! gave Black a powerful bind for the sacrificed material, Salov— 
Gelfand, Linares 1992. 


(h) The principal alternative is 5 ...Bxc3, leading to positions in which White 
has been hard pressed to demonstrate any advantage with his bishops: 6 Qxc3 
Qe7 7 a3 d5 8 cxd5 Nxd5 9 Qb3 Nbé6 10 d3 =, or 8 d4 exd4 9 Nxd4 Nxd4 
10 Qxd4 c5 11 Qf4 dxc4 12 Bxc4 0-0 13 0-0 Be6 =, Timman-—Balashov, Wijk 
aan Zee 1983. 


(i) 8... gxf6 9 Qh5 d5 10 Bd3! e4 11 cxd5 exe3 12 dxc6 bxc6. Black’s pawns are 
fragile, but perhaps there is enough counterplay to hold the position. 


(j) 12 Bb2 a5 13 b5 Ne7 14 d4 Ng6 15 h3 c6 16 bxc6 bxc6 =, Gretarsson—Stefans- 
son, Reykjavik 2004. 


(k) More circumspect is 5 Qc2 0-0 6 a3 d6 7 Be2 Re8 8 0-0 Bf8 9 d4 Bg4 10 d5 +, 
Tartakower—Lasker, New York 1924. 


(1) 12 bxc4 Rb8 13 Qcl Ng4 14 g3 Re8 15 Ne1 Nxh2 +, Timman—Karpov, Mon- 
treal 1979. 10 cxd5! cxd5 11 b3 would have better tested Black’s system. 


(m) (A) 4 d3 can lead to a setup akin to the Scheveningen Sicilian, e.g., 4... Be7 
5 e3 d5 6 cxd5 Nxd5 7 Be2 0-0 8 0-0 Be6 9 a3 a5 10 Qc2 Qd7, Spraggett— 
A. Sokolov, match 1988. Black may also play 4... Bb4 as in cols. 1-5. (B) 4 e4 
is stodgy: 4... Bb4 (4... Bc5 5 Nxe5 0-0!?) 5 d3 d6 6 g3 Bcd! 7 Bg2 Nd4=, 
Gulko—Karpov, Reykjavik 1991. (C) 4 a3 e4! (4... d5 5 cxd5 Nxd5 6 Qc2 Be7 
7 e3 0-0 8 Nxd5 Qxd5 9 Bd3 + (Vaganian); 4... g6 is OK) 5 Ng5 Qe7 6 d3 
(6 Qc2? Nd4) 6 ...exd3 7 Qxd3 g6 8 e3 Bg7 =, Friedgood—Leverett, Ramsgate 
1981. 


(n) 9 Nxcé dxc6! 10 Qxd8 Rxd8 =, Yermolinsky—Rublevsky, Las Vegas 1999. The 
column is Lengyel-Spassky, Amsterdam Int. 1964. 


(0) 5 Ng5 h6 6 Ngxe4 Nxe4 7 Nxe4 Qh4 8 Qd3? (8 Nc3 =) 8...d5! 9 cxd5 Nb4 
10 Qb1 Bfs 11 Nd6t cxd6 12 Qxf5 g6 13 Qb1 Re8 + (Sudnitsyn). 


(p) 5... Nxd4is simplest: 6 Ndxe4 Nxe4 7 Qxd4 Nxc3 8 Qxc3 d5 9 e3 Be6 10 Bd2 
Be7 =, Ragozin—Mikenas, Moscow 1944. 


(q) 11... Bxe4?! 12 Nxe4 Nxe4 13 Bd3 p6 14 Bxe4 Rxe4 15 Rxf7! (Botvinnik). 
The text is Lonoff—Frankle, Massachusetts 1974; Black easily maintains con- 
trol of e4. If 12 Rxf5? Nxc3 13 Qfl Nxe2t 14 Qxe2 Nxd4 wins. 


ENGLISH OPENING 


CarlIs’s “Bremen” System 


1 c4 eS 2 Nc3 Nfé 3 g3(a) 
13 14 15 16 17 18 


Kee Bb4 itis setisi vine secsaier. OD eaciaidinstard ieaceuiece c6 (Keres 
4 Nf3 ......008. Bg2(e) exd5 Nf£3(0) Variation) 
e4(b) 0-0 Nxd5 e4 
5 Nd4 eA(f) Bg2 Nd4 
0-0 Bxc3 Nbé ......... Ne7(k) eee Qbé6(t) 
6 Bg2 bxc3(g) d3 Nf3 cxd5 Nb3(u) 
Bxc3(c) c6 Be7 Nbc6 Qb6(p) a5!? 
7 dxc3 Ne2(h) Be3 0-0 Nb3 d3(v) 
hé6 d5 0-0 g6(]) cxd5(q) a4 
B Qc2 oxd5 Re1 b4! Bg2 Nd2 
Re8& cxd5 Kha(i} a6 Bf5(r) e3 
9 Bf4 exd5 Qd2 a4(m) d3 dxe3 
dé Nxd5 Nc6 Bg7 Bb4 Ng4 
10 0-0-0!(d) 0-0 Bxc6 Ba3 0-0 Nde4. 
Nc6 = bxc6 0-0 Bxc3 Nxe3 
11 Nf3 b5 bxc3 Qd2!(w) 
£6(j) Nd4(n) 0-0(s) 


(a) Carl Carls of Bremen, Germany, initiated the early fianchetto, 3 g3, before 
World War 1. 


(b) A good alternative is 4... Bxc3 5 dxc3 d6 6 Bg2 h6é 7 0-0 Nc6 =, Taimanov— 
Rublevsky, St. Petersurg 2001. 


(c) 6... Re8 7 0-0 Nc6 8 Nc2 Bxc3 9 dxc3 h6 is similar to column 3, and proba- 
bly safer than the text. 


(d) Kavalek—-Fedorowicz, U.S. Chp. 1981. Each side will attack the other's king. 


(e) 4 Qb3 Nc6 5 Nd5 Bcd 6 e3 0-0 7 Bg2 Nxd5 8 cxd5 Ne7 9 Ne2 d6 =, Korchnoi- 
Karpov, World Chp. 1978. 


(f) 5 Nf3 Nc6 transposes into columns 1-5. 


(g) 6 dxc3 is less dynamic: 6...b6 7 Nh3 Bb7 8 Qc2 d6 9 00 Nbd7 =, 
Kavalek—Timman, Tilburg 1979. 


(h) (A) 7 Qb3 Na6 8 Ba3 d6 9 d3 b5! 10 cxb5 Be6 =, Kasimdzhanov—Tkachiev, 
FIDE World Chp. Knockout 2000. (B) 7 d4 exd4 8 Qxd4 Re8 9 Ne2 d5!? 
10 cxd5 exd5 11 exd5 Bf5 with active play for the pawn, Vallejo Pons— 
Aronian, Khanty Mansiysk 2005. 
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(i) Perhaps better is 8... Re8 9 Qd2 c6 10 Nf3 N8d7 11 0-0 Nd5 12 Nxd5 cxd5 
13 Qc2 h6 =, van Wely—Fritz 6, Eindhoven 2000. 


(j) 12 Qe2 (12 0-0 Nd5) 12...Bh3 13 Rgi Bg4 14 Nd2 Nd5 15 Ndi, 
Shamkovich—Fedorowicz, U.S. Chp. 1981, White stands slightly better, but 
his pressure on the c-file was not enough to win the game. 


(k) 5... Nxc3!? 6 bxc3 Nc6 7 d3 (7 Rb1 is more aggressive) Bc5 8 Nf3 0-0 9 0-0 
Bg4 10 h3 Bhd 11 Qa4 Re®& is equal. 


() 7...Nf5 is likewise met by 8 b4!, 


(m) 9 Bb2 Bg7 10 a3 gives Black time to catch his breath: 10... 0-0 11 d3 h6 
12 Rel Nd4.13 Ns2 Rb8 14 e3 Ndc6 15 Qc2 b6 =, Popov-Gheorghiu, Sofia 
1982. 


(n) 12 Ng5, Larsen—Lehmann, Palma de Mallorca 1967. White’s active pieces will 
soon force important concessions. 


(o) (A) 4 d4 exd4 5 Qxd4 d5 6 Nf3 (6 cxd5? cxd5 7 Nf3 Nc6é 8 Qa4 d4 9 Nb5 
Bc5 =) 6... Be7 7 cxd5 (7 Bg2 c5 8 Qd3 d4 F) 7... cxd5 8 Bg2 Nc6 9 Qa4 0-0 
10 Be3 Ng4 11 Bd4 Nxd4 12 Nxd4 Nf6 =, Hort—Kavalek, Waddinxveen 1979. 
(B) 4 Bg2 d5 5 cxd5 exd5 6 Qb3 Nc6 7 Nxd5 Nd4 8 Nxf6t gxf6 9 Qd3 Bf5 
10 Be4 Bxe4 11 Qxe4 Qe7 12 Kfl =, Zamikhovsky—Zhurakov, Kiev 1958. 


(p) 6...cxd5 7 d3 Qb6 8 Nb3 Ng4!? 9 d4 Be6 10 f3 exf3 11 exf3 Nf6 12 Be3 
Nc6 =, Korchnoi—Keres, Curagao Candidates 1962. 9 e3 may be an improve- 
ment, 


(q) 7...a5 8 d4 a4 9 Ned a3! 10 bxa3 Bxc5 11 dxc5 Qxc5 12 Qb3 cxd5 ~, 
Ditt—Widera, Corr. Ol. 1987. 


(r) 8... Nc6 9 0-0 a5 10 d4 a4 11 Nc5 a3 12 bxa3 Bxc5 13 dxc5 Qxc5 =, 
Schleicher—Kopylov, Koningsspringer 2004. 


(s) 12 Be3 Qc7 13 Rc1 Nc6 14 c4 Rad8 =, Reshevsky—Keres, Los Angeles 1963. 
White’s counterplay will neutralize Black’s strong center. 


(t) 5... Bc5 6 Nb3 d6 7 Bg2 BfS 8 0-0 Nbd7 9 d3 exd3 10 exd3 0-0 11 Bf4 Re8 
12 Qd2 with a pull, Smyslov—Bronstein, Monte Carlo 1969. 


(u) 6 e3 d5 7 Qc2 Bd? (7... Nbd7 8 exd5 exd5 9 Neb5 is strong—Taimanov) 8 a3 
Be7?! 9 b4 0-0 10 Bb2 +, Najdorf—Rossetto, Buenos Aires 1968. 


(v) 7 d4 a4 8 c& Qb4 9 Nd2 db (9... Qxd4 is also playable: 10 Ndxe4 Qxdit 
11 Kxd1 Nxe4 12 Ndxe4 d5! 13 cxd5 Bf5 =) 10 63 g6 11 h3 Bg7 -, Bagirov—Tal, 
Moscow 1963. 


(w) 11... Nxf1 12 Rxf1 Be7 13 c5! Qd8 14 Qf4 +, Matera—Soltis, New York 1969. 
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ENGLISH OPENING 


Closed Variation 
1 c4 e5 2 Nc3 Nc6 3 g3(a) g6 4 Bg2 Bg7 


19 20 21 22 23 24 
5 Ss ert seiddecacas Sabine dadeadaharaseetiasaeecenti aes Rb1.......... e3 
d6 d6(k) d6 
6 ro | (0) Bene eae Nf3 .... 0.200 e4(f) b4 Nge2 
Be6G......2.5. £5 f5 Nge7(g) Bf h5(m) 
7 Nge2 Rb1(c) 0-0 Nge2 d3 d4 
Qd7 Nf6 Nf6 0-0 Qd7 h4a 
8 Ndb5d Nge2 Rb1 0-0 bs d5 
Nge7 0-0 a5 Be6(h) Nd8& Nce7 
9 Rb1 0-0 a3 Be3 Nd5 e4 
0-0 Ne7 0-0 Qd7(i) c6 £5 
10 0-0 f4 b4 Nd5 bxc6 Bg5 
Nc8 c6 axb4 f5 bxc6 h3 
11 + »b3 b3 axb4 Qd2 Nc3 Bf3 
Nd& Be6(d) h6 Rf7 Ne7 Bf6 = 
12 Rel b5 £3 Ba3 
c6 = Ne7(e) Raf8(j) 0-0(1) 


(a) On 3 Nf3 Black may reply 3... Nf6 transposing to columns 1-12, or 3... £5 
(column 29), but 3... g67! is inferior: 4 d4! exd4 5 Nxd4 Bg7 6 Nxc6 bxc6 
7 g3 with a lasting advantage in space. 


(b) 6 Rb1£5 7 b4 Nfé 8 b5 Ne7 9 Qb3 0-0 10 e3 Kh8 11 Nge2 g5 12 f4 gxf4 13 exf4 
Ng6 14 0-0 a6 15 a4 axb5 16 axb5 Qe7, Goldin—Yusupov, Tilburg 1992. Black 
has excellent counterplay. The column is Chernin-Ehlvest, St. John 1988. 


(c) 7 Ne2 Nf6 8 0-0 0-0 9 b3 (9 Rb1 transposes into the column) 9... Be6 10 Nd5 
Qd7 11 Bb2 Rab8 12 Qd2 Ne7 =, Todorov—Popchev, Belgrade 2001. 


(d) Topalov—Seirawan, Biel 1993; now 12 Qd2 (instead of 12 h3) would have kept 
a small edge. 


(e) (A) 13 c5 Be6 14 Bb2 Nd7 15 cxd6 cxd6 =, Aguirre—Berg, Bajada 2005. (B) 
13 Ne1 g5 14 Nc2 Rb8 15 Ba3 b6 16 Nb4 Bb7 =, Sarkar—Nakamura, New York 
2003. 


(f) 6 f4 leads to nothing after 6... Nge7 7 Nf3 h6 8 0-0 Be6 9 Bd2 exf4! 10 Bxf4 
d5 (J. Watson). 


(g) Alternatives are less trustworthy: (A) 6... f5 7 Nge2 Nf6 8 0-0 0-0 9 exf5! 
gxf5 (9... Bxf5 10 h3 +) 10 Bg5 Be6 11 Qd2 + (J. Watson). (B)6...h5 7 h4 
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Nd4 8 Nce2 Ne6 9 Nf3 Nf6 10 Ng5 0-0 +, Chernin—Karpov, Tilburg 1992. (C) 
6... Ngé6!?. 

(h) 8...Nd4is logical but drawish: 9 Nxd4 exd4 10 Nd5 (10 Nce2 a5 11 b3 Rb8 
12 a3 b5 =, Delchev—Ulibin, Pula 2000) 10... Nxd5 11 cxd5 c5 12 dxc6 bxc6 
13 Qc2 Bb7, Gulko—Kasparov, Horgen 1995, 


(i) 9... Nd4 10 Qd2 c6 unclear, 


(j) 13 Rael Kh8 14 b3 Ng8 15 exf5 Bxf5 16 d4, Smejkal-Yusupov, Germany 1992. 
White has an advantage in space, but Black’s harmonious development gives 
him good chances. 


(k) 5... Nf6or5...a5 6 a3 Nf6 may transpose to column 57, e.g.5... Nf6 6 b4 
0-0 7 b5 Ne7 8 Nf3 dé6, etc. 


() 13 Nf3 h6 14 0-0 Be6 =, Kasparov—Karpov, World Chp. 1987. 


(m) On 6... Nge7, 7 d3 transposes to column 19. White may also try 7 d4, but 
Black is well prepared for this: 7... exd4 8 exd4 0-0 9 0-0 Bg4 10 h3 Bxe2 
11 Nxe2 Nf5 12 d5 Ne5 13 Qc2 Re8 = (analysis by Botvinnik). The column 
is I. Sokolov—Chernin, Debrecen (European Team Chp.) 1992. 
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ENGLISH OPENING 


1 c4 e5 2 Nc3 Nc6 


25 26 27 28 29 30 
Bo BO canes a vevee ied ae veneheaieataaw a peass Nf3 
OG. sieeesens f5 ot oe f5 
4 Bg2 Bg2 d4 d4 
Be6 Nf6é exd4 e4 
5 d3 3 viterceiet e3 Nxd4 Nd2 .......6. Ng5 
Qd7 Bc57!(e) Bb4(h) Bg7(j) Nf6é Nfé(p) 
6 Nf3(a) e3 Nge2 Nxc6 e3(m) Nh3 
Bh3 £4. 0-0 bxc6 g6(n) Bb4(q) 
7 ~+Bxh3 exf4 0-0 g3 Be2 e3 
Qxh3 0-0 d6 Ne7(k) Bg7 Ne7(r) 
8 Nd5d Nge2 Ndb(i) Bg2 0-0 Bd2 
Qd7 Qes Ba5 0-0 0-0 Bxc3 
9 e4(b) 0-0 d4+ 0-0 Rb1 Bxc3 
g67!(c) d6 Rb8 dé d5 
10 ha! Ne4(f) Qc2 b4 Nf4 
h5(d) Nxe4(g) d6é(1) Kh&(o) c6(s) 


(a) 6 Rb1 Nge7 7 b4 d5 8 b5 Nd8 9 Nf3 f6 =, Kosikov-Gordenko, Stepichev Mem. 
2006. 


(b) 9 0-0 Nd8 10 d4 e4 11 Nd2 c6 12 Ne3 d5 13 f3 f5 14 fxe4 fxe4 15 Nb1 Nf6 
16 Nc3 dxc4! 17 Nxc4 Ne6 18 e3 Ng5 and Black has a powerful attack, 
Hiibner—-Ljubojevié, Tilburg 1981. 


(c) The text is weakening. 9... Nd4, restraining White’s center, gives prospects 
of a hard fight. 


(d) 11 Bg5! Bg7 12 Qb3! f6 13 Be3 Nd8 14 d4 +, Karlsson—Bellon, Metz 1983. By 
a series of alert moves, White forced serious weaknesses in Black’s position. 


(e) Safer and sounder is 5... Bb4 6 Bd2 0-0 7 a3 Bxc3 8 Bxc3 d6 9 d4 Qe8 10 b5 
Nd8 11 Nf3 Qh5 =, Hick]—Prusikhin, Bundesliga.2002. 


(f} 10 Na4?! Bd4 11 Nxd4 exd4 12 h3 h5 with attacking chances for Black, 
Saidy—Fischer, New York 1969. 


(g) 11 dxe4 Qh5 12 Khi +, Miezis—Simonsen, Gausdal 2003. 


(h) Probably best is the aggressive 5... d5!? 6 cxd5 Nb4 7 d3 Nfxd5 8 Nxd5 Nxd5 
9 Nf3 Bd6 10 0-0 Nf6 11 Qb3 Qe7 =, Kharlov—Koveleskaya, Russia 2003. 


(i) 8d4 Bxc3 9 Nxc3 Bd7 10 Rb1 a5 11 b3 likewise leaves White with an edge. 
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(j) 5... Nge7 is possible: 6 g3 Bg7 7 Nxc6 Nxc6 8 Bd2 d6 9 Bg2 0-0 10 0-0 Bg4 
11 h3 Be6 12 b3 +, Petrosian—Botvinnik, World Chp. 1963. Neither this vari- 
ation nor that of note (k) avoids the main problem of this column, which is 
White's spatial advantage. 


(k) 7...Nf6 8 Bg2 0-0 9 0-0 Re8 10 Qa4! (threatening Qa5 and Bf4) 10... a5 
11 Rd1 Bd7 12 Rd3 +, Uhlmann-Rajkovié, Hastings 1972/73. 


(1) 11 b3 Bf5 12 e4 Be6 13 Bb2 c5 14 f4 Nc6 15 f5 +, Ibragimov—Prasad, India 
2000. , 


(m) 6 Ndb1!? g6 7 Bg5 is an interesting idea played by Suetin. 


(n) 6... Bb4 7Nd5 0-0 (or7... Nxd5) 8 Nxb4 Nxb4 9 a3 Nc6 10 b4 d5 11 b5 Ne7 
12 a4 + (J. Watson). 


(o) 11 b5 Ne7 12 a4 Be6 13 Ba3 Re8 14 Qce2 Bg8 15 Rfel Qd7 16 £3, Mgaard— 
Sigurjonsson, Gausdal 1982. White’s careful buildup has avoided many pit- 
falls, but the position is stil] about equal. 


(p) The natural 5 .. . h6 can be dangerous: 6 Nh3 g5 7 Ng1! Bg7 8 e3 Nf6 9 h4 Kf7 
(9... g4 4) 10 Nh3 Kg6 11 f3! Qe7 12 fxe4 Nxe4 13 Nxe4 Qxe4 14 Bd3! Qxg2 
15 Bxf5+ Kxf5 16 Rfit Ke6 17 Qh5 Ne5 18 dxe5 Bxe5 19 Qf7t Kd6 20 Rf6t, 
and Black was eventually mated on the queenside, Rohde—Zsu. Polgar, New 
York 1992. 


(q) 6... g6 7 63 Bg7 8 Nf4 d69h4 +. 


(rt) 7... Bxc3t 8 bxc3 d6 9 Nf4 0-0 10 h4 Ne7 is a transposition to Timman—Sax, 
Linares 1983: 11 Ba3 Ng6 12 g3 Nxf4 13 gxf4 is unclear. 


(s) 11 b3 Ng6 with chances for both sides, Ivanchuk—Ljubojevié, Linares 1995. 
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ENGLISH OPENING 


1 c4 e5 2 Nc3 d6 


31 32 33 34 35 36 

ae ene ene NES 25 chavs auass oaiatyaamees g3 
exd4 £5 eannetennds Nf6.......... Bg4 Be6 .......005 f5 

4 (Qxd4 d4(f) d4 d4(p) Bg2 Bg2(v) 
Nc6(a) e4 e4 Nd7(q) c6 Nfé 

5 Qd2 Ng5(g) Ng5() g3 d3 d3 
Nfé(b) c6(h) Bf5(m) Negf6(r) Nf6(t) Be7(w) 

6 = b3(c) g3(i) gA(n) Bg2 Nf3 e3(x) 
g6(d) Be7 Bxg4 Be7 Be7 0-0 

7  Bb2 Nh3 Bg2 0-0 0-0 Nge2 
Bg7 Nf6 Nc6 0-0 0-0 a5 

8B B83 Bg2 Ngxe4 h3 c5!l? 0-0 
0-0 0-0 Nxe4 Bh5 hé Qes 

9 Nh3 0-0 Nxe4 Nh4 cxd6 b3 
Bf5 * Na6(j) Be7 c6(s) Bxd6 c6 

10 Bg2 d5(k) b3 b3(u) Bb2 
Re&(e) 0-0(0) Na6(y) 


(a) 4...Nf6 has independent significance, although 5 g3 may transpose to note 
(c): (A) 5 b3 Be6! (5... g6 may transpose to the column) 6 e4 g6 7 Bb2 Bg7 
8 Qd2 0-0 9 Nge2 Re8 10 g3 a5 11 Bg2 a4 12 Rd1 Nbd7 13 0-0 Ncd =, Garcia 
Palermo—Azmaiparashvili, Reggio Emilia 1992. (B) 5 e4 g6 6 Bg5 Nbd7 7 Qd2 
Bg7 8 £3 0-0 9 Nh3 Re8 10 Nf2 +, Douven—Speelman, Hilversum 1995. 


(b) 5... Be6!? 6e4g6 7 b3 Bhé 8 f4 f5 gave Black good piece play in Christiansen— 
Blatny, Bremen 1996. 


(c) 6 g3 Be6 7 Nd5b (7 e4? Be7 8 b3 Nxe4! 9 Nxe4 d5 with a powerful attack for the 
sacrificed piece) 7... Ne5 8 b3 Ne4 9 Qe3 Nc5 10 Bb2 c6 11 Nf4 Ng4 12 Qd4 
Ne4! taking advantage of White's weakness on the a5-e1 diagonal, 
Hiibner—Kasparov, match 1985. 


(d) 6... a5 7Bb2a4 8 Rd1 axb3 9 axb3 g6 10 e4 Bg7 11 Bd3 +, Lautier—Kramnik, 
Cannes 1993. 


(e) 11 Nf4 Ne4 12 Nxe4 Bxb2 13 Qxb2 Bxe4 14 £3 Bf5 15 e4 1, Martin—Tevelyan 
4NCL 2007. 


(f) Moves such as 4 g3 or 4d3 may transpose to column 36. 
(g) 5 Bgs (5 Nd2 is similar to column 29) 5... Nf6 6 Nd2 Be7 7 e3 0-0 8 Be2 c6 9 
0-0 Na6 10 f3 exf3 11 bxf3 Nc7 =. 
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(h) 5... Be7 6 Nh3 Nf6 7 e3 0-0 8 Nf4 c6 9 h4 Na6 10 Bd2 Nc7 =, J. lvanoc-Magem 
Gadels, Pamplona 2003. 


(i) 6 Nh3 Na6 7 e3 Nf6 8 Nf4 Nc7 9 d5 Be7 10 b3 (10 h4 Ng4! 11 g3 Ned =, 
Schwartzman—Sax, Odorheiu Secuiesc 1993) 10... 0-0 11 Bb2 Bd7 12 Be2 
g5 oo, Timman—Yusupov, Amsterdam 1994. 


(j) 9...Kh810 d5 Nbd7 11 b3 Ne5 12 Bb2 Qe8 gave Black a slightly more active 
placement of his knight, Lautier—Kramnik, Nikiti-Afytos 1992. 


(k) (A) 10 £3 is premature: 10... exf3 11 exf3 Nc7 12 d5 cxd5 13 cxd5 bd! with 
good counterplay, Gulko—Short, Burgas 1995. (B) 10 d5 Nc7 11 a4 =. 


() 5 Nd2 Bfs (5... Qe7 is also satisfactory) 6 e3 c6 7 Be2 Qd7 (7... d5 8 cxd5 
exd5 9 Qb3 Qd7 10 £3 exf3 11 Nxf3 Bd6 12 0-0 Nc6 13 Nh4 Be6 14 Bd3 gives 
White some pressure, A. Brito—Birmingham, Las Palmas 1993) 8 g4 Nxg4 
9 Ndxe4 d5 10 Ng3 Be6 11 e4 Nf6 -%, Schlosser—Hickl, Germany 1989. 


(m) 5...Qe7 6 Qc2 Bf5 7 g4 Bg6 8 Bg2 e3 (8... Nc6 9 d5 Ne5 10 Ngxe4 Nxe4 
11 Nxe4 Nxg4 +) 9 Qa4t c6 10 Bxe3 Nxg4 11 Bf4 Nf6 12 0-0-0 h6 13 Nh3 
Qd8 o, Dlugy—Benjamin, Philadelphia 1983. 


(n) 6 Qc2? h6 7 Ngxe4 Nxe4 8 Nxe4 Qh4 F, Boleslavsky—Bronstein, Budapest 
Candidates 1950. 


(o) 11 b3 f5 12 Nc3 (not as sharp as 12 Ng3 f4 13 Ne4, Benjamin—Ginsburg, Man- 
hattan Club Chp. 1983) 12... Re8 13 d5 Ne5 14 0-0 ~, Yrjélé—Murshed, Yere- 
van Ol. 1996. The column variation is often reached by transposition from the 
Old Indian Defense: 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 d6 3 Nc3 e5 4 Nf3 e4, etc, 


(p) 4 e3 Nd7 5 Be2 Negf6 6 d4 Be7 7 0-0 0-0 =. 


(q) (A) 4...Ne6 5 d5 Nce7 6 h3 Bd7 7 e4 &. (B) 4... Bxf3 5 gxf3 exd4 6 Qxd4 
Ne7 7 b3 Nbc6 8 Qd2 g6 9 Bb2 Bg7 10 h4 with a strong attack, Suba—Mititelu, 
Romania 1972. 


(rt) 5... Bxf3 6 exf3 exd4 7 Qxd4 Ne7 8 Bg2Nc6 9 Qe3t Be7 10 Nd5 +, Nyback— 
Pakleza, Halkidiki 2003. 


(s) 10 d5 Re8 with near equality, Pachman—Goldin, Palma de Mallorca 1989. 


(t) (A) 5... £57! 6 £4 Nf6 7 Nf3 Nbd7 8 0-0g6 9 Ned Bg8 10 e4, Hiibner—Ljubojevié, 
Tilburg 1978. Black’s center and kingside are coming under fire. (B) 5... Be7 
6 Nf3 f5 or 6 f4 exf4 7 Bxf4 Nf6 (J. Watson) is playable. 


(u) 10... Qe7 11 Bb2 Nbd7 12 Qc2 +, Averbakh—Balashov, USSR 1973. Black's 
development is passive and not harmonious. 10... Qd7 (planning 11... 5 
and 12... Nc6, or 11... Bh3) may be an improvement. 


(v) 4 d4 Be7 5 dxe5 (5 Bg2 Nf6 6 Nf3 e4 is column 32) 5... dxe5 6 Qxd8t Bxd8 
7 Bg2 Nf6 8 b3, Taimanov—Vaganian, Leningrad 1977. White still has an ad- 
vantage, but it is minimal. 


(w) 5...g6 can transpose to the Closed Variation (columns 13-18). An indepen- 
dent variation is 6 e4 Bg7 7 exf5 gxf5 8 Nge2 0-0 9 0-0 c6 10 Bg5 Be6 11 Khi 
Nbd7, M. Pavlovié—Romero Holmes, Terrassa 1994. 
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(x) (A) 6 Nf3 Be7 7 0-0 a5 8 a3 0-0 9 Rb1 Kh8 10 b4 axb4 11 axb4 Be6 12 b5 Qc7 
13 Qb3 Nbd7 =, Averbakh—Kotov, USSR 1953. (B) 6 £4 c6 7 Nf3 exf4 8 pxf4 
0-0 9 e3 Na6 10 0-0 Nc7 -, 


(y) 11 Qd2 Bd7 with a complex struggle ahead, Ribli-Gulko, Thessaloniki Ol. 
1988: 


ENGLISH OPENING 


1c4e5 
37 38 39 40 41 42 

2 NOB a5. Scdinsaede as oTa Ww ane taeaba tan cn aa aed cadanee ah BS i teventdess Nf3 (s) 
NGG ee tahivesivediinette cess Bb4 Nf6é e4(t) 

3 e3 Nd5B......... g3 Bg2 Nd4 
C Leen Bb4(e) Be7 (i) Bxc3 c6(n) Nc6 

4 cexd5 Nge2 d4 bxc3 d4(o) Nxc6(u) 
Nxd5 0-0 d6 d6(1) exd4(p) dxc6 

5 Nfs a3 e4(j) Bg2 Oxd4 Nc3 
Nc6(a) Be7(f)} Nf6 Nc6 d5 Nf6é 

6  Bbsd Ng3(g) Nxe7 d3 cxd5(q) e3(v) 
Nxc3 d5(h) Qxe7 Nge7 cexd5 Bf5 

7  bxc3 cxd5 f3 f4 Nf3 Qc2 
Bd6é Nxd5 exd4 exf4 Nc6é Qd7 

8 d4?!(b) Qc2 Qxd4 Bxf4 Qa4 b3 
e4l(c) Be6 Nc6 d5 Bcd 0-0-0 

9 Nd2 Bd3 Qc3 cxd5 0-0 h3 
Qg5!(d) g6= 0-0(k) Nxd5(m) _‘0-0(r) Qe6(w) 


(a) 5...Nxc3 6 bxc3 Bd6 7 d4 Nd7 8 Be2 0-0 9 0-0 Qe7 10 Bb2 c5 =, 
Neuman-Ftaénik, Czech League 2005. 


(b) 8 e4 0-0 90-0 (9 d4 exd4 10 cxd4 Re8 =) 9... £5! 00 (J. Watson). 


() 8...Bd7 9 e4 (simply 9 0-0 is not bad) 9... exd4 10 cxd4 Bb4t 11 Bd2 
Bxd2t 12 Qxd2 0-0 13 0-0 +, Nimzovich—-Spielmann, Berlin 1928. 


(d) 10 Bf1 Qg6 =, Chajes—Kostié, Carlsbad 1911. 


(e) (A) 3... Nc6 4 a3 (4 Nf3 is columns 9-10) 4... g6 5 Qe2 Bg7 6 b4 0-0 7 Bb2 
Re8 =, Miles—Ljubojevié, Linares 1985, (B) 3... c6 4 Nf3 e4 5 Nd4 d5 6 cxd5 
cxd5 7 d3 Bc5 8 Nb3 Bb4 9 dxe4 Nxe4 10 Qd4 Bxc3t 11 bxc3 0-0 12 c4 Nc6 
13 Qxd5 Qe7 14 d3 Qb4t with compensation for the pawn, Andersson- 
Sosonko, Thessaloniki Ol. 1988. (C) 3... d6 4 d4 Nbd7 can lead to an Old In- 
dian or King’s Indian Defense. 


(f) 5... Bxc3 6 Nxc3 d5 7 cxd5 Nxd5 8 Qc2 c5 9 Be2 Nxc3 10 Qxc3 Qd6 =, 
Taimanov—Brynell, Stockholm 2003. 


(g) Straightforward expansion by 6 d4 leads only to equality: 6 . . . exd4 7 Qxd4 
(7 Nxd4 d5 =) 7... Nc6 8 Qd1 Ned 9 Nd4 c6 =, J. Watson—Browne, Berkeley 
1976. 


(h) 7...Re8 8 Be2 c6 9 0-0 d5 10 d4 exd4 11 exd4 Na6 =, Bischoff—Hiibner, 
Munich 1990. The column is Bischoff—Gelfand, Dortmund 1993. 
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(i) (A) 3... Ba5 4 b4 c6 5 bxad cxd5 6 cxd5 leaves Black with a soft spot on d6 
after either 6 . .. Qxa5 7 Qb3 d6 8 Ba3, Petursson—I, Sokolov, Manila Ol. 1992, 
or 6... Nf6 7 Qa4! 0-0 (7... Nxd5 8 Nf3 Nc6 9 Nxe5 Nxe5 10 Qe4 +) 8 Ba3 
d6 9 e4 Bd7 10 Qb4 Na6 11 Bxa6, Soffer-Y. Gruenfeld, Tel Aviv 1993. 
(B) 3... Bc5 invites White'to kick the bishop again, but attempts to refute it 
have proven unconvincing: (1) 4 b4 Bd4 5 Rb1 c6 6 e3 cxd5 7 exd5 exd4 -; 
(2) 4 Nf3 c6 5 Nc3 Qe7 6 d4 exd4 7 Nxd4 dé =; (3) 4 e3 Nf6é (or 4... c65 d4 
exd5 6 dxc5 Qa5t 7 Bd2 Qxc5 8 Qg4 g6 9 cxd5 Qxd5 10 Be4 Nf6é 11 Qh4 Qd6 
12 Nf3 Nc6 13 e4 with a dangerous attack) 5 b4 (or 5 d4 Nxd5 6 cxd5 exd4 
7 exd4 Bb2t =) 5...Nxd5 6 bxc5 Nf6 with chances for both sides. 
(QC) 3...Bd6,3...a5, and 3... Nc6 are also playable, but counterintuitive. 


(j) 5 Nf3 e4 (5... Nc6 6 63 Nf6 7 Be2 0-0 8 0-0 +) 6 Nd2 cé! 7 Nxe7 Qxe7 8 Qc2 
Nf6 9 Nb3 h6 =, Safin—Adianto, Doha 2003. 


(k) 10 Be3 Re8 11 Ne2 Ne5 =, C. Hansen—I. Sokolov, Groningen 1995. 


(1) 4...Nc6 5 Bg2 Nge7 6 c5 b6 7 Ba3 Bb7 (Speelman—Timman, Taxco Int. 1985), 
and now 8 Nf3 (Sosonko) instead of 8 d4 maintains some pressure. 


(m) 10 Bd2 0-0 11 Nf3 Qe7 12 e4 Bg4 with chances for both sides, Uhlmann- 
Mainka, Hartberg 1991. 


(n) 3...Nc6 is ill-timed: 4 Nc3 Bb4 5 Nd5! Nxd5 (5... Bc5 6 e3 0-0 7 Ne2 +) 
6 cxd5 Ne7 7 Nf3 Bd6 (7... d6 8 Qa4t; 7... Nxd5 8 Nxe5 Nf6 9 Qb3) 8 e4 c6 
9 d4 with a distinct advantage, Geller—Debarnot, Las Palmas 1976. 


(0) 4 Nf3 e4 5 Nd4 d5 6 cxd5 Qxd5! 7 Nc2 Qhs 8 h3 Qg6 9 Nc3 Bd6 10 Ne3 0-0 
11 Qc2 Re8 12 b3 Na6 13 a3 Nc7 14 Bb2 Ned5, Shamkovich—Baumbach, USSR 
1970, and now 15 0-0-0 (Yudovich) would have maintained approximate 
equality in a complex position. 

(p) 4... Bb4t 5 Bd2 Bxd2t 6 Qxd2 d6 7 Nc3 0-0 8 Rd1 Nbd7 9 dxe5 dxe5 10 Nf3 
Qe7 with just a minor edge to White, Korchnoi—Lautier, Enghien les Bains 2003. 


(q) 6 Nf3 Be7 (6... dxc4 7 Qxc4 is about equal) 7 cxd5 cxd5 8 Nf3 Nc6 9 Qa4 
0-0 10 Be3 Ne4 11 Nc3 Nxc3 12 bxc3 with chances for both sides, Serper— 
Lutz, Dortmund 1993. 


(tr) 10 Bg5 h6 11 Bxf6 Qxf6 12 Nc3 Be6 with almost equality, Fossum—Friedel, 
Heraklio 2004. As in the Tarrasch Variation of the Queen’s Gambit Declined, 
Black has excellent development and centralization, but his isolated d-pawn 
requires careful tending. 


(s) 2 d3 will usually transpose to other columns of the English Opening. 


(t) (A) 2...d6 3 Nc3 transposes to columns 32-34. (B) 2...Nc6 3 d4 (3 Nc3 
transposes to other columns) 3...exd4 4 Nxd4 Bcd (4... Bb4t?! 5 Bd2 
Bxd2t 6 Qxd2 +) 5 Ne2 (5 Nxc6 Qf6 =) 5... Nf6 6 Nc8'0-0 7 e3 Nb4!? ~, 
Dlugy—Smyslov, New York 1987. 


(u) 4 e3 Nxd4 5 exd4 Qf6! 6 d5 Bc5 7 Qe2 Qg6 8 Nc3 Nf6 9 d3 0-0 10 dxe4 Ng4!, 
Murei—Udov, Moscow 1966. Black has enough for the pawn. 


(v) 6 d4 exd3 7 Qxd3 Qxd3 8 exd3 Bf5 =, Tartakower—Alekhine, Warsaw 1935. 


(w) 10 Bb2 Nd7 11 Ne2 Qe8 12 0-0-0 Nc5 13 Nf4 h5 unclear, Christiansen— 
Kaidanov, U.S. Chp. 1996. White is playing with fire, as the pawn on e4 can 
become strong. 
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ENGLISH OPENING 


Nimzo- or Queen’s Indian Type Defenses 


1 c4 Nf6é 2 Nc3 e6 3 Nf 
43 44 45 46 47 48 
kL ee Bb4...... (Nimzo-Indian English) b6 (Queen’s Indian 
4 QO. ives ecascesceeweseaen PB ievewcstseass Qb3 e4 English) 
0-0.......005- c5 bé(£) re) Bb7 
5 a3 a3 Bg2 a3 Qe2 Bd3 
Bxc3 Bad Bb7 Ba5(j) Bb4(m) d6(o) 
6 Qxc3 g3(d) 0-0 g3 e5 Bc2 
b6 Nc6 0-0 Nc6 Nga 65 
7 g3(a) Bg2 d3(g) Bg2 g3(n) d4 
Bb7 0-0 Bxc3(h) 0-0 Nc6 cxd4 
8 Bg2 0-0 bxe3 0-0 Bg2 Nxd4 
c5(b) Qe7(e) dé d5 Nd4 Be7 
9 b4 e3 e4 d3 Qd3 0-0 
d6 Bxc3 Nbd7 h6(k) Bxf3 0-0 
10 00 Qxc3 Nd4 Bf4 Bxf3 b3 
Nbd7 b6 c5 Re8& Nxf3t a6 
11 Bb2 b4 Nc2 Na4 Qxf3 + Bb2(p) 
Qe7(c) Bb7 = d5(i)} bé(1) 


(a) 7 b4 a5 8 Bb2 axb4 9 axb4 Rxait 10 Bxal c5 11 e3 Qe7 12 b5, Kramnik— 
Nikolié, Linares 1997. Black’s defense is difficult to crack. 


(b) A good alternative is 8...d5 9 b4 d4 10 Qb2 e5 11 0-0 Re8 12 d3 Nbd7 =, 
Bacrot—Dautov, Mainz (rapid) 2004. 


(c) 12 d3 +, Kramnik—Illescas, Dos Hermanas 1997. 


(d) (A) 6 d4?! cxd4 7 Nxd4 d5 =. (B)6 e3 0-07 d4 is similar to a Nimzo-Indian De- 
fense, for example, 7...d6 8 Be2 Nbd7 9 0-0 Qe7 =, Illescas—Romanishin, 
Terrassa 1991. 


(e) (A) 8... d5? 9 Na4 b6 10 cxd5 exd5 11 b4 +. (B) 8...d6 9 d3-h6 10 e3 e5 
11 Nd5! Be6 12 Nd2 +, Vaganian—Dautov, Reggio Emilia 1996. The column is 
Schlosser-Istratescu, Clermont-Ferrand 2003. 


(f) The principal alternative is 4... 0-0 5 g3 d5 and now: (A) 6 a3 Be7 7 d4 leads 
to positions resembling the Catalan Opening; for instance, 7... dxc4 8 Ne5 c5 
9 dxc5 Qc7 10 Nxc4 Qxc5 11 Qh3 Nc6 12 Be3 Nd4 13 Bxd4 Qxd4 14 0-0 Qed 
15 Rfd1 Bd7! =, Granda Zuniga—Illescas, Barcelona 1990. (B) 6 Qb3 may trans- 
pose to column 46: 6... c5 7 0-0 Nc6 8 d3 h6é 9 Na4 b6 10 a3 Ba5. 
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(g) 7 Qe2 c5 8 a3 Bxc3 9 Qxc3 d5 10 b4 Nbd7 11 d3 Rc8 12 Bb2 Re8 was dynam- 
ically equal, Ivanchuk—Adianto, Amsterdam (Donner Memorial) 1996. 


(h) 7...d5 8 cxd5 Nxd5 9 Qc2 c5 10 Nxd5 exd5 11 a3 Bad 12 d4 G, van 
Wely-—Ivanchuk, Melody Amber (rapid) 2005. 


(i) 12 exd5 exd5 13 Ne3 with pressure on Black’s center, Nogueiras—Garcia 
Ilundain, Cienfuegos (Capablanca Memorial) 1996. The game continued 
13...Ne5 14 d4 cxd4 15 cxd4 Ng6 16 Ba3 Re8 17 Nf5 Re6 18 c5 Ne4 19 Nd6 
Nxd6 20 cxd6 Re8 21 Re1 Rxe1t 22 Qxe1 Qd7 23 Rc1 Re8 24 Qd1Qb5 25 Bf1 
Qa5d 26 Qb3 Qd2 27 d7 Resigns. 


(j) The straightforward 5 ...Bxc3 is quite playable, and may transpose to col- 
umn 43. 


(k) 9...d4 tends to overextend Black: 10 Na4 b6!? (10... Nd7 11 e3 e5 12 exd4 
exd4 13 Ng5 =, or 12...cxd4 13 Qc2 +) 11 Ne5 Nxe5 12 Bxa8 Qe8 13 Bg2 
(Seirawan—Speelman, match 1988), and now if 13...Bd7 14 Qa2! Bxa4 
15 b4! maintains White’s material advantage. 


(1) 12 Ne5 Bd7 13 e3 g5 =, Topalov-Kramnik, Dortmund 2001. 


(m) (A)5...c5 6 e5 Ng8 7 d4 Bxf3?! (7... cxd4 8 Nxd4 +) 8 Qxf3 Nc6 9 d5! Nxe5 
10 Qg3 d6 11 Bf4 with powerful pressure on the center, Korchnoi—Petrosian, 
match 1974. (B) 5... d6? 6 d4 Be7 7 Qc2 with an obvious advantage. 


(n) The older 7 d4 is met by Karpov’s 7...Ne7! and (A) 8 Bd2 0-0 9 0-0 d5 
(Korchnoi—Karpov, match (G3) 1974), and if 10 cxd5? Bxc3 11 Bxc3 Ba6é! takes 
control of the light squares (Hartston). (B) 8 Qd3 d5 9 exd6 cxd6 10 Be2 Nd7 
11 0-0 Bxc3 12 Qxc3 0-0 13 Bf4 Nf6 14 Qa3 Nf5, Uhlmann—Lerner, Tallinn 
1987, with a solid defensive formation for Black. The column is Korchnoi— 
Portisch, match 1983, 


(o) (A) 5... 6 e5!? Ng4 7 0-0 (7 h3 Bxf3 8 Qxf3 Nxe5 9 Qxa8 Nxd3t 10 Ke2 
Nxc1t 11 Raxc1 Nc6 with an easy defense, Beliavsky—A. Sokolov, Reykjavik 
1988) 7...Nc6 8 Be4 f5 9 exf6 Nxf6 10 Bxc6 Bxc6 11 d4 Bxf3 12 Qxf3 cxd4 
13 Nb5 Rc8 14 Bf4 with a strong attack, Speelman-Short, Barcelona 1989. 
(B) 5...d5 is wild: 6 cxd5 exd5 7 e5 Nfd7 8 Bc2 d4 9 Be4 c6 10 e6! dxc3 
11 exf7t Kxf7 12 Qb3t Ke8 13 d4 ~, 


(p) White has good attacking chances in this Sicilian-like position. 11 ...Nc6 
12 Nxc6 Bxc6 13 Qd3 g6 14 a4 Qc7 15 f4 Rad8 16 Qe2 Rfe8 17 Rad1 Bb7 
18 Kh1 Qc5? (18... Nd7) 19 e5 Nd7? 20 Be4 Bc8 21 exd6 Bf8 (21... Bxd6 
22 Bg6 hxg6 23 Ne4) 22 Bf3 f5 23 b4! Qxb4 24 Nd5 Qc5 25 Nc7 Nb8 26 Nxe8 
Rxe8 27 Qd3 Resigns, Polugaevsky—Petrosian, USSR Team Chp. 1982. 
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ENGLISH OPENING 


1 c4 Nf6 2 Nc3 e6 


49 50 51 52 53 54 
3 Nf9.......... e4 
b6 Co iistietitecotiwsvastsis d5 
4 g3 e5(e) cxd5.......5. e5 
Bb7 Ngs exd5 Ne4......0065 d4(s) 
5 Bg2 Nf3..3092 62.50 d4 e5 Nf3(o) exf6 
Bb7 Nc6 cxd4 NeA(1) Be7(p) dxc3 
6 0-0 d4 Qxd4 Nf3(m) d4(q) bxca(t) 
0-0 cxd4 Nc6 Bf5!(n) 0-0 Qxf6 
7 Ret (a) Nxd4. Qe4 Qb3 Bd3 d4(u) 
d5(b) Nxe5 dé(i) Nc5 Nxc3 e5(v) 
8 cxd5 Ndb5(f} Nf3 Qxd5 bxc3 Nf3(w) 
Nxd5(c) a6(g) dxe5 Nc6 = dxc4 exd4 
9 «ef Ndét Nxe5 Bxc4 Bg5 
Nxc3 Bxd6 Bd7(j) c5 Qe6t 
10 bxe3 Qxd6 Nxd7 0-0 Be2 
c5(d) f6(h) Qxd7(k) exd4(r) £6(x) 


(a) 7 d4 is a Queen’s Indian Defense. 7 b3 can transpose to a Reti Opening, for in- 
stance 7...d58 63. 


(b) 7...c5 8 e4 d6 9 d4 cxd4 10 Nxd4 Qc8 11 b3 a6 12 Bb2 Nbd7 = is similar to 
the Hedgehog Variation, columns 85-90, 


(c) 8...exd5 9 d4 is similar to some Queen's Indian Defense variations. After 
9...Na6 10 Bf4 Qc8 11 Re1 c5, Black’s pawn structure is aggressive but not 
entirely secure. 


(d) 11 d4 Nd7 12 Bf4 Nf6 13 Ne5 Rc8 14 Qd3 cxd4 15 cxd4 Bb4 16 Red1 Rc3 is 
about equal chances, Beliavsky—Tiviakov, Belgrade 1993. 


(e) Other moves are less challenging: (A) 4 Nf3 Nc6 5 d4 (5 e5 Ng4) 5... cxd4 
6 Nxd4 Bb4 is an equal variation of the Sicilian Defense. (B) 4 g3 Nc6 (4... d5 
5 cxd5 exd5 6 e5 Ne4! 7 Bg2 Nc6! 8 f4 Bf5 is also good for Black) 5 Bg2 d5! is 
a sound gambit. 


(f) If 8 Bf4 f6! helps Black’s cause. 


(g) 9... d6? 10 c5! a6 (10... dxc5 11 Bf4 +) 11 Nxd6t Bxd6 12 cxd6 Nf6 13 Bf4 
Ng6 14 Bg3 Bd7 15 h4 with a big advantage, Timman—Najdorf, Haifa 1976. 


(h) 11 Be3 Ne7 12 Bb6 Nf 13 Qed d6 14 Qa5 Qd7! 15 £4 Nc6 16 Qa3 0-0 17 0-0-0 
e5 =, Levin—Seifert, Bad Worischhofen 2003. 


(i) (A) 7... £5 still offers scope for creativity: 8 Qe2 d6 (8. . .a6 9 Bd2 Qc7 10 Nf! 
Nge7 11 Rel Ng6 12 Nd5 +, Richardson—Lauber, Budapest 1997) 9 Nf3 dxe5 
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10 Nxe5 Bb4!? 11 Qh5t g6 12 Nxg6 Nf6 13 Qh3 Regs 14 Nf4 e5 15 Nfd5 f4 with 
good compensation, Poldauf—Schneider, Budapest 1990. (B) 7... Bb4 8 Bd2 dé 
9 Qg4!? dxe5 10 Qxg7 Qfé 11 Qg3 Nhé =, Seirawan—Hort, Bad Kissingen 1981. 


(j) 9... Nf6 10 Nxc6 Qb6 11 Qf3 bxc6 12 Be2 Bb7 13 0-0 c5, Korchnoi—Karpov, 
World Chp. 1978. Black’s divided pawns give White a minimal advantage. 


(k) 11 Bg5 Bb4 12 Rd1 Bxc3t 13 bxc3 Qc7 14 Be2 Nfé6 15 Nf3 +, Miezis— 
Pogorelov, Reykjavik 2004. 


() (A) 5... d46 exf6 dxc3 7 Qe2t! Be6 8 dxc3 Qxf6 9 Nf3 +. (B) 5... Nfd7, see 
note (s). 


(m) (A) 6 Nxe4 dxe4 7 Qa4t Nc6 8 Qxe4 Qd4 =. (B) 6 d4 Bb4 7 Qa4t Nc6 8 Bb5 
Bd7 9 Nge2 0-0! =. 


(n) 6... Ncé6 is also strong, and is important because the position can arise by 
transposition from column 53. 7 Bb5 Nxc3 8 dxc3 Be7 9 0-0 0-0 10 h3 Bf5 =, 
Arkhipov—Tolnai, Kecskemet 1991. 


(0) 5 Nxe4 dxe4 6 Qg4 Bd7 7 Qxe4 Bc6 8 Qe3 Na6 9 d4 Nb4 10 Kd2 a5 unclear, 
Seirawan-Timman, Wijk aan Zee 1980. 


(p) 5...Nc6 6 d4 Bb4 7 Qc2 f6 8 exf6 Qxfé 9 a3! Bxc3 10 bxc3 0-0 11 Bd3 +, 
Ivanchuk—Aronian, AIG Life Rapid 2003. 


(q) 6 Qc2 Ng5 unclear. 


(r) 11 cxd4 Nc6 12 Be3 b6 13 Rel Nad 14 Bd3 Bb7 15 Nd2 Qd7 16 Qg4, Lautier— 
Christiansen, Biel 1991. White has a strong attack similar to note (p). 


(s) 4... Nfd75 d4c5 6 cxd5 exd5 7 Nf3 Nc6 8 Bb5! a6 (8... . cxd4 9 Nxd4 Ndxe5 
10 Qe2 +, Quinteros—Nunn, London 1977) 9 Bxc6 bxc6 10 0-0 Be7 11 dxc5 
Nxc5 12 Nd4 with a clear plus, Smyslov—Farago, Hastings 1976/77. 


(t) 6 fxg7 cxd2t 7 Bxd2 Bxg7 8 Qc2 Nc6 9 Nf3 Bd7 10 Bd3 Qe7 11 a3 0-0-0 
12 0-0-0 Nd4 =, Kholmov-—Beilin, USSR 1955. 


(u) 7 Nf3!? e5 8 Bd3 Naé! (8... Bd6 9 0-0 0-0 10 Be4 and 11 d4 with a clear ad- 
vantage, Korchnoi—Yusupov, Cologne 1990) 9 0-0 Bd6 10 Bc2 Bg4 11 d4 Bxf3 
12 Qxf3 Qxf3 13 gxf3 exd4 14 Relt Kd8 15 Be4 Rb8 16 cxd4 c5 17 Bb2 Kc7 =, 
van Wely—Rozentalis, Istanbul 2003. 


(v) 7...c5 8 Nf3 and now: (A) 8... cxd4 9 Bg5! Qf5 10 cxd4 Bb4t 11 Bd2 Nc6é 
12 Bxb4! Nxb4 13 Rb1 Qa5 14 Qd2 Nc6 15 Bd3 Qxd2t 16 Kxd2 with a diffi- 
cult endgame for Black, Miles—Sosonko, Tilburg 1977. (B) 8... h6 9 Bd3 Nc6 
(or 9...cxd4 10 cxd4 Bb4t 11 Kf1!, Seirawan—Korchnoi, Wijk aan Zee 1990) 
10 0-0 cxd4 11 cxd4 Nxd4 12 Nxd4 Qxd4 13 Rb1 with dangerous threats, e.g., 
13 ...Qd8 14 Qf3 Be7 15 Rd1 Qc7 16 Rb5 a6 17 Rh5, Dvoretsky—Agzamov, 
Alma Ata 1976. : 


— 


8 Qe2 Be7 9 dxe5 Qg6 gives Black adequate compensation for the pawn, but 
not’8...Bd6? (or 8... Nc6) 9 f4 +, 


(x) (A) 10... dxc3? 11 Qd8 mate. (B) 10... d3? 11 0-0 +. (C) 10... Be7 11 cxd4 
Bxg5 12 Nxg5 Qe7 13 Qd2 leaves White with a minimal advantage. 
(D) 10... f6 11 Nxd4 Qf7 12 Bf4 Bed 13 Qa4t c6 14 Nb3 Na6 =, Nogueiras— 
Timoshenko, Capelle la Grande 2004. 


(w 
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ENGLISH OPENING 
King’s Indian English 
1 c4 Nfé 2 Nc3 g6 3 g3(a) Bg7 4 Bg2 0-0 


55 56 57 58 59 60 
5 NEB ies gic aided ev Ga Wig oa Cie Dba OR aa wea aA educa Code awngen meen en teen’ e4(n) 
d6 6 
6 0-0 Nge2 
NGG ieee totais Bal oda s5 hss eden ite eho Aes e5 e5 
7 d3 d3 0-0 
Nh5B......... e5 c6(k) Nc6(o) 
8 d4(b) Rbi Rb1i d3 
e5(c) a5(e) Re8& Nh5 
9 5 a3. e4(]) Be3 
Ne7 Nd4.......0. HG aisccaaeues Re8& a5(m) Nd4 
10 e4 Bg5 (f) b4 Bg5(i) a3 Qd2 
c5(d) Ne6(g) axb4 h6 Na6 c6 
11 Bd2 Bd2 axb4 Bxf6 b4 £4. 
Bd7 + c6 Be6 Bxf6 axb4 Nxe2t 
12 b4 b5 b4 axb4 Qxe2(p) 
axb4 = Ne7(h) axb4(j) h6 = exf4(q) 


(a) 3 e4 is often played, to transpose to a King’s Indian after 3...d6o0r3...Bg7 
4 d4 while avoiding the Griinfeld and other defenses to 1 d4. 3. . c5 4 Nf3 be- 
comes a Sicilian Defense Maréczy Bind. 


(b) 8 Rb1? f5! 9 Bd2 f4 10 b4 e5 11 Qb3 Bg4 12 Ne4 Kh8 13 b5 Nd4 14 Nxd4 exd4 
15 Rbe1 Be5 =, Andersson-Tal, Sochi 1973. 


(c) 8... f59d5Ne5 10 Nxe5 dxe5 11 Qb3 +. 


(d) 10... f5 11 exf5 gxf5 12 Nxe5! Nxg3 13 hxg3 Bxed (13... dxe5!?—Fischer) 
14 f4 Bg7 15 Be3 Bd7 16 Bd4 gave White a lasting advantage in Petrosian— 
Fischer, PortoroZ 1958. The column is Andersson—Smejkal, Wijk aan Zee 1976. 


(e) 8...Nh5 9 b4 f5 10 b5 Ne7 11 Qb3 Kh8 12 Ba3 Nf6 13 c5 +, Arencibia— 
Henry, Canadian Open 2004. 


(f} (A) 10 Nxd4 exd4 11 Nb5 Ng4! 12 h3 c6 13 hxg4 Bxg4! =, (B) 10 Nd2 c6 11 b4 
axb4 12 axb4 d5 =, Smejkal—Smyslov, Biel 1976. (C) 10 Be3!? Ng4 11 Bd2 f5 
12 b4, Andersson—Dautov, Ter Apel 1994. 


(g) 10... h6 11 Bxf6 Bxf6 12 b4 axb4 13 axb4 c6 14 bd Bgé4 is also equal, 
Peyrat—Nijboer, French League 2002. The column is Dzindzichashvili- 
A. Ivanov, U.S. Chp. 1995. 
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(h) 13 Bb2 (13 Nd2 Rb8 leads to similar variations) 13 . .. Qd7 14 Re1 Bh3 15 Bh1 
Ng4 16 Qb3 Kh8 with chances for both sides, Olsen—J. Eriksson, Faroe Islands 
2005. 


(i) 10 b4 axb4 11 axb4 e4 =. 


(j) 13 axb4 Bg7 14 b5 Ne7 15 Qc2 c6 16 Nd2 unclear, Vaganian—Gallagher, Biel 
1994. 


(k) 7... Nbd7 8 Rb1 a5 9 a3 c6 10 Nd2 Ncd5d 11 b4 axb4 12 axb4 Ne6 13 bd 2, 
Hickl—McNab, Bled Ol. 2002. 


(1) 9 Bg5 hé 10 Bxfé Bxfé 11 b4 d5 is about equal. 


(m) 9... d5 10 cxd5 cxd5 11 Bg5 gave White a lasting initiative, Kramnik—J. Polgar, 
Madrid 1993. The column is Ehlvest-Topalov, Yerevan Ol. 1996. 


(n) 5 e3 is flexible: 5... d6 6 Nge2 e5 7 0-0 Re8 8 d3 Nbd7 9 Rb1 Nf! (9... a5 
10 a3 Nb6 11 e4 a4 12 f4 exf4 13 gxf4 Bg4 14 Be3 with a powerful center, 
Karlsson~Tukmakov, Las Palmas 1982) 10 b4 h5 11 h3 Be6!? 12 Bxb7 Bxh3 
13 Bxa8 Qxa8 14 e4 Bxf1 =, Dvoretsky—Vasiukov, Vilnius 1975. 


(0) (A)7...c6 8 d3 Na6 (or 8... Nh5 9 Be3 £5 10 Qd2 Be6 11 exf5 gxf5 12 £4 Nd7 
13 Rae1 +, Bilek—Tisdall, Lone Pine 1975) 9 h3 Nc7 10 f4 exf4 11 Bxf4 Ne6 
12 Be3 Nd7 13 Qd2 Ned 14 b3 c5 =, Wirthensohn—Gallagher, Switzerland 
1994. (B) 7... Nbd7 8 d3 c6 9 h3 a6 10 Be3 b5 11 Qd2 Rb8 12 b3 Re8 13 £4 +, 
Hebert—Ree, Lausanne 1982. 


(p) 12 Nxe2 f5 =. 


(q) 13 gxf4 f5, Karlsson~Tseshkovsky, Yerevan 1980. White’s f-pawn must be 
carefully tended: 14 c5 fxe4 15 dxe4 Qh4!. 
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ENGLISH OPENING 


1 c4 Nf6é 
61 62 63 64 65 66 

2 Nc3....... Pave tetecanatias Nf3 

d5(a) (Griinfeld DGS iecrhec hanes eee e6 
English) 

3  oxd5 g3 g3 
Nxd5 Bb7 a6 

4 BSectnancosses Nf3 Bg2 Bga(s) 
g6(b) g6 c5 b5 

5 Bg2 Qa4t(g) 0-0 b3(t) 
Nb6(c) Bd7 g6(k) Bb7 

6 d3(d) Qh4 NGB visvcisi vecisevaneve ce doe d3 Nc3 
Bg7 Nxe3(h) Bg7 Bg7 Qb6(u) 

‘7 ~=Be’ dxc3(i} da4(1) e4 0-0 
0-0(e) Nc6 cxd4(m) d6 Bb7 

8 Qd2 e4 Qxd4........ Nxd4 Nc3 Bb2 
Re8 e5 d6(n) Bxg2 0-0 Be7 

9  Bhé Bg5 Be3 Kxg2 Qce2(q) d4(v) 


Bha(f) Be7(j) Nbd7(o} 0-0(p) = Nc6(r) 


(a) 3 e4 is often played, to transpose to a King’s Indian after 3...d6or3...Bg7 
4 d4 while avoiding the Griinfeld and other defenses to 1d4. 3... c5 4 Nf3 be- 
comes a Sicilian Defense Maréczy Bind. 


(b) 4... . 5 transposes to the Rubinstein-Botvinnik Variation. 4 . . . e5 transposes 
to columns 15-16. 


(c) The older line is 5... Nxe3 6 bxc3 Bg7, when (A) 7 Nf3 0-0 8 0-0 Nc6 9 Qc2 
b6 10 Bb2 Bb7 11 c4 Bxb2 12 Qxb2 Na5 13 cS +, Malakov—Ni Hua, Russia vs. 
China 2006. (B) 7 Rb1 Nd7 8 Nf3 0-0 9 0-0 c5 (9... Nb6 10 Ng5 Rb8 11 Qc2 
Bd7 12 d3 Ba4 13 Qd2 Qd7 14 c4 Bc6 is also adequate) 10 c4 Qc7 11 d3 Rb8 
12 Bf4 05 13 Bd2 b6 14 Ng5 Qb7 15 Ne4 Qc6! =, Portisch—Polugaevsky, Hun- 
gary 1969. 

(d) (A) 6 d4 is a Neo-Griinfeld. (B) Another plan is 6 Nf3 Bg7 7 0-0 Nc6 8 d3 0-0, 
and now 9 a4 a5 10 Be3 e5 11 Nb5 Nd5 12 Bcd Re8 13 Rc1 + was Dvoretsky— 
Gulko, USSR Chp. 1974. 


(e) (A) 7...Nc6 8 Bxc6 bxe6 9 Qc c5!? 10 Bh6é Bxh6 11 Qxh6 Bb7 12 f3 Qd4 =, 
Agrest—Zezulkin, Germany 2001. (B)7...c6 8 Qd2 h6 9 Nf3 N8d7 10 0-0 Nfé 
11 h3 Nbd5 gave approximate equality, Bricard—Rogers, Wijk aan Zee 1996. 

(f) 10 h4 c6 11 h5 Nd5 12 hxg6é hxg6 13 Nf3 Nd7 14 Ng5 N7f6 15 Bf3 Bg4, 
Serper-Ganguly, Calcutta 1995. If Black survives the mating attack on the 
h-file, his central superiority will become dangerous. 
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(g) (A) 5 Qb3 Nbé 6 d4 Bg7 7 Bg65 hé 8 Bh4 Be6 9 Qc2 0-0 =. (B) 5 e4 Nxc3 6 dxc3 
(6 bxc3 Bg7 7 d4 is a Griinfeld Defense) 6... Qxdit 7 Kxd1 f6! 8 Be3 e5 9 Bc4 
Nd7 10 Nd2 Bc5 =. (C) 5 g3 may transpose to column 61. 


(h) (A) 6... Bc6 7 Qd4 f6 8 e3 Bg7 9 Be2 e5 10 Qc4 Qdé (10... Nxc3 11 Qe6t +) 
11 0-0 Nd7 12 d4 £5 13 Qb3 0-0-0 with an awkward defense, Chekhov—Lputian, 
Kharkov 1985. (B) 6... Nf6 7 e4 Bg4 8 Ne5 Be6é 9 f4 Bg7 10 Qf2 +, Kasparov— 
Popovié, Belgrade 1989. 


(i) 7 Qd4 f6 8 Qxc3 Nc6 9 a3 e5 10 d3 Bg4 11 Nd2 Qe7 =, Hillarp Persson- 
McShane, Malmé 2003. 


(j) 10 Bc4 h5! 11 Bxe7 (11 0-0-0 £6) Qxe7 12 0-0-0 Qxh4 =, Onischuk—Svidler, 
Russia 2003. 


(k) 5... e6 6 Nc3 transposes to the Hedgehog Defense. 


(1) 7 Re1 Ne4 8 Nxe4 Bxe4 9 d4!? cxd4 10 Bh6 Bxh6 11 Qxd4 0-0 12 Qxe4 Nc6 
unclear, Romanishin—Psakhis, Yurmala 1987. 


(m) 7...Ne48 Nxe4 Bxe4 9 d5 leaves the bishop stranded ate4. White may har- 
rass it by 10 Qb3, 11 Bh3, and 12 Nd2. 


(n) 8...Nc6 9 Qf4 (9 Qh4 h6!) 9... Rc8 (9... 0-0 10 Qh4!?; 9... Qb8!?) 10 Rd1 
0-0 11 Bd2 +, Kramnik—Benjamin, New York 1994. 


(0) 9 Rd1 Nbd7 10 Be3 0-0 11 Qh4 Rc8 12 Rac1 a6 13 b3 +. White’s queen is ac- 
tive, but safe, and Black’s position is dangerously passive. 


(p) 10 e4 Qc7 11 b3 Nxe4 12 Nxe4 Qed 13 Qf3 Qxd4 14 Rb1 Qed 15 Bf4 Draw. 
Karpov—Kasparov, World Chp. 1984. 


(q) (A) 9 Nh4 Nc6 10 f4 a6 11 f5 b5! with attacks on opposite wings, Alburt— 
Speelman, match 1986. (B) 9 h3 Nc6 10 Be3 a6 11 Qd2 Nd7 12 d4 cxd4 
13 Nxd4 Rc8 14 b3 +. 


(rt) 10 h3 Nd7 11 Nh2 Nd4 12 Qd1 a6 13 Be3 b5 14 cxb5 Nxb5 15 Rc1 Qad 16 Qd2, 
Korchnoi-Adams, Roquebrune 1992. White’s unorthodox ninth move has 
brought about a tense position in which he has preserved good kingside at- 
tacking chances. 


(s) Black’s position is satisfactory after 4 Nc3 d5 5 cxd5 exd5 6 d4, a favorable 
variation. of the Queen’s Gambit, or 4 Nc3 d5 5 d4 dxc4, a favorable variation 
of the Catalan. 


(t) (A) 5 Nd4 cé! (5... d5 6 cxb5 axb5 7 Nxb5 c6 also gives compensation) 6 cxb5 
axb5 7 Nxb5 cxb5 8 Bxa8 d5 unclear, analysis by Vaganian. (B) 5 Ne5 Ra7 6 
cxb5 axb5 7 Qb3 Bb7! 8 0-0 Bxg2 9 Kxg2 c6 =, Vaganian-Korchnoi, London 
1984. af 


(u) 6...b4 7 Na4 d6! 8 d4 Nbd7 9 0-0 Be7 10 a3 a5 +, Andersson—Korchnoi, 
Tilburg 1987. 


(v) White can avoid mass exchanges by 9 e3 or 9 Qc2. After 9 d4 cxd4 10 Qxd4 
Qxd4 11 Nxd4 Bxg2 12 Kxg2 bxc4 13 bxc4 d6 14 Na4 Nbd7 (Andersson- 
Kengis, Yerevan Ol. 1996), White’s advantage was minimal. 
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ENGLISH OPENING 


Symmetrical Four Knights’ Variation 
1 4 c5 2 Nf3 Nf6 3 Nc3 Nc6 4 d4 cxd4 5 Nxd4 e@(a) 


67 68 69 70 71 72 
6 NOB ic. aviveier ts g3(k) 
Cc La eee Bb4(f) OG secede eeeee: BCS: ses0cdse Bb4 
7 Bf4(b) Bf4(g) Nb3(1) Nb3 Bg2 
e5 0-0 Neds. sescsses Bb4(n) Bb4(q) 0-0 
8 cexd5 Bd6(h) e4 Bg2 Bg2 0-0 
exf4. Bxd6 Bb4 Qa6(o) b6(r) Qe7(s) 
9 dxcé6 Nxd6 Qe2 c5 0-0 Nc2 
bxc6 Ne8 d6 b6 Ba6 Bxc3 
10 Qxd8t e3(i) £4 0-0(p) Nb5 bxc3 
Kxd8 Qb6 Nc6 bxe5 Rc8 Rd8 
11 Rdit(c)  Rbi1 Be3 a3 Bf4 Ba3 
Bd7 Qb4(j) Bxe3t Bxc3 d5 d6 
12 Nd6 Nxe8 bxc3 bxc3 N3d4 Rb1 
Bxd6é(d) Rxe8 Qc7 0-0 Nxd4 Qce7(t) 
13. Rxd6 Be2 Bg2 Nxc5 Nxd4 


Rb&(e) Rd8 = 0-0(m) Qc4 co Qd7 = 


(a) 5... g6 can lead toa Sicilian Defense, Maréczy Bind after 6 e4, 


(b) 7 cxd5 Nxd5 8 Nxd5 (8 e4 Nxc3 9 Qxd8t Kxd8 10 Nxc3 Bc5 gives White lit- 
tle) 8... exd5 9 Qxd5 Bb4t =, but not9...Qxd5? 10 Nc7t. 


(c) 11 Nd4 (A) 11... Bd7 12 g3 fxg3 13 hxg3 Bb4 14 Bg2 Bxc3t 15 bxc3 Kc7 
16 Rabl Rab8 17 0-0 Rbé 18 Rb4 +. (B) 11... Bb7!? 12 g3 c5 13 Nf3 Bd6 14 
Bg2 Rb8 15 0-0-0 Ke7 =, Salov—Karpov, Dos Hermanas 1997, 


(d) 12...Ke7 13 Nxf7 Rg8 14 Ne5 Rb8 15 Nxd7 Nxd7 16 g3 Rxb2 is sharp, about 
equal, Korchnoi—Portisch, match 1983. 


(e) 14 Rd2 Re& 15 £3 (15 g3 f3!) 15... Ke7 16 g3 Nh5 =, D. Gurevich—de Firmian, 
U.S. Chp. 2006. 


(f) (A)6...d6 7 Bf4 e5 8 Bg5 a6 9 Bxf6 gxf6 10 Na3 f5 is analogous to a Sicilian 
Defense, Pelikan Variation. (B) 6... Bc5!? 7 Bf4 0-0 8 Bc7 (8 Bd6 Qbé! 9 Bxc5 
Qxc5 =, Gruenfeld—Yates, Kecskemet 1927) 8... Qe7 9 Bd6 Bxd6 transposes 
to note (h). 


(g) 7 a3 Bxc3t 8 Nxc3 d5 9 e3 0-0 10 cxd5 exd5 11 Be2 Bf5 =, Reshevsky—Benko, 
Amsterdam 1964, 


(h) 8 Bc7 Qe7 9 Bd6 Bxd6 10 Qxd6 Qd8 11 e4 b6 12 Be2 a6 13 Na3 Ne8 14 Qd2 
Bb7 15 Rd1 d6, Johansson—de Firmian, London 1982; Black’s game is cramped 
but without weaknesses. 
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(i) 10 Qd2 Ne8 11 Nxe8 Rxe8 12 e3 Rd& 13 Be2 d6 14 0-0 Bd7 15 Rfd1 Be8 with 
only mild pressure for White, Korchnoi—Polugaevsky, match 1980. 


(j} 11... Ne5?! 12 Nxe8 Rxe8 13 Be2 Qc6 14 Qd4! (14 0-0 Nxc4 15 Rel d5 +, 
Nimzovich—Tarrasch, Karlovy Vary 1923) 14... Qxg2 15 Kd2 Nf3t 16 Bxf3 
Qxf3 17 Rhgi Qxf2t 18 Kd3 e5 19 Qg4 Qf6é (Schmid—-Tringov, Siegen 1970) 
20 Nd5! Qh6 21 Rbfl d6 22 Qxg7t + (Schmid). The column is Pelletier— 
Nikcevic, France 2003. 


(k) (A) 6 e3 Bb4 7 Bd2 0-08 Be2 d5 =. (B) 6 Bf4 d5!? 7 cxd5 (7 Ndb5 is column 67) 
7...Nxd5 8 Nxc6 bxc6 9 Bd2 Bb4 10 Nxd5 Bxd2t 11 Qxd2Z cxd5 with equal 
chances, Korchnoi-Timman, match 1982. (C) 6 a3 d5 7 cxd5 exd5 8 Bg5 Bcd = 
(Speelman). 


() 7 Ndb5 Ned (7... Bc5 8 Bg2! a6 9 Nd6t Ke7 10 Nde4 Nxe4 11 Nxe4 Bb4t 
12 Bd2 Bxd2t 13 Qxd2 Qb4 is playable) 8 Bf4 (8 Bg2 a6 =) Nfg4 9 e3 a6 
10 Nc7t! Qxe7 11 Qxg4 Qxc4! +, Smirin—Holzko, Monarch Assurance 2004. 


(m) (A) 14 c5 dxc5 15 Bxc5 Rd8 16 e5 Nad =, Vaganian—Kramnik, Riga 1995. 
(B) 14 0-0 b6 15 g4 Ba6 16 g5 Nd7 17 Rf3 Rfe8 18 Rh3 Nfs 19 Qh5 unclear, 
Tilescas—Gelfand, Dos Hermanas 1994. 


(n) 7... d5 8 cxd5 Nxd5 9 Nxd5 (or 9 Bg2 Nxc3 10 bxc3 Be7 11 0-0 e5 12 Be3 Qc7 
13 Nc5 0-0 14 Qa4 with some pressure, Kasparov—Karpov, World Chp. 1984) 
9...exd5 10 Bg2 (10 Qxd5 Be6) 10... Bb4t 11 Bd2 a5! 12 0-0 Bxd2 13 Qxd2 
a4 14 Nc1 0-0 =, Rogers—Tringov, Lucerne 1982. 


(o) (A) 8... Ne5 9 c5 Bxc5 10 Nxc5 Qxc5 11 0-0 d5 12 e4 Nxe4 13 Nxe4 dxe4 
14 Bxe4 0-0 15 Bf4 f5 =, Restemov—Nisipeanu, Bundesliga 2002. (B) 8... d5 
9 cxd5 Nxd5 10 0-0! is strong: (B1) 10... Nxc3 11 bxc3 Bxc3? 12 Be3 Qa7 13 
Rc1 Bf6 14 Bc5 +; (B2) 10... Bxc3 11 bxc3 Nxc3? 12 Qd2 Nd5 13 Ba3 +. 


(p) 10 cxb6 axb6 11 0-0 0-0 12 Bg5 Be7 13 e4 (van Dyck—Bernard, XV World Corr. 
Chp. prelims. 1979-82) may give White a slight edge, but the gambit is more 
in the spirit of the position. The column is D. Gurevich—Dlugy, Berkeley 1984. 


(q) 7... Be7 8 Bg2 d6 (8... b6 90-0 Bb7 10 Nd5!? unclear, Portisch—Velimirovié, 
Sarajevo 1986) 90-0 0-0 10 Bf4 Nh5 11 Be3 Ne5!? (11... Nf6) 12 c5 d5 13 Bd4 
Nc6 14 e4 Nxd4 15 Qxd4 dxe4 +, Adorjan—Handoko, Indonesia 1983. 


(rt) 8...d5 9 cxd5 Nxd5 10 0-0! Nxc3 11 Qxd8t Kxd8 12 bxc3 Bxc3 13 Rb1 a5 
14 Be3 Bb4 15 Rfc1 +, Lautier—Leko, France 1994. The column is Miles— 
de Firmian, Linares 1994. 


(s) 8... Ne5 9 Qb3 Be7 10 Rd1 Qa5 11 Bg5 h6 12 Bxfé Bxf6 13 Ndb5 Be7 14 Rac 
a6 15 Nd6, Zvjaginsev—Goldin, St. Petersburg 1994. Black’s defense is difficult. 


(t) Kramnik—Kamsky, match 1994. Now 13 Ne3 (instead’ of Kramnik’s 13 Nd4) 
would have maintained a bind. 
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ENGLISH OPENING 
Symmetrical Four Knights’ Variation (with fianchetto) 
145 2 Nfs Nf6 3 Nc3 Nc6 4 g3 g6(a) 5 Bg2 Bg7 6 0-0 


73 74 75 76 77 78 
Gxt Cs Lee 0-0 
7 cxd5(b) d4 
Nxd5 cxd4(e) 
8 Nxd5 Nxd4 
Qxd5 Ng4....eeeees Nxd4(i) 
9 43 e3 Qxd4 
0-0 d6 d6 
10 Be3 b3(f) Bg5 .......ees Qd3 
Bd7(c) a6(g) Be6(j) Bf5 .........5 Be6G.......... a6 
11 Nd4 Bb2 Qh4(k) e4 Bxb7(o) Bd2(q) 
Qd6 Nxd4. Qa5d Be6 Rb8 Rb8 
12. Nxc6 exd4 Rac1 b3 Bg2 Raci 
Bxc6 Nh6 Rac8 a6 Qa5 Nd7(r) 
13 Bxc6 Qd2 b3 Bd2(m) b3 b3 


Qxc6(d)  Nf5(h) Rc5(I) Rb8(n) Rxb3(p) _—b5(s) 


(a) 4...d5 5 cxd5 Nxd5 6 Bg2 can transpose to column 73 after 6... g6 7 0-0 
Bg7.6...Nc7 and 6... e6 can also lead to other lines. 


(b) 7 d4 dxc4 (7... 0-0 8 dxc5 dxc4 9 Qa4 Qa5 10 Qxc5 Be6 11 Qh4 +, Karlsson— 
Tikkanen, Swedish League 2001) 8 Qa5 Nd7 9 dxc5 Nxc5 10 Qxc4 Qad 
11 Ng5 +, Kopjankin—Havilcek, Zvalen 2000. 


(c) 10...Qd6 11 Rel Nd4 12 Nxd4 cxd4 13 Bf4 e5 14 Bd2 a5! 1/2—1/2, Barcza— 
C. Horvath, Budapest 1987. 


(d) 14 Rei Qe6 15 Rxc5 Qxa2 16 Rb5 Qa6! (16... b6 17 Qa1 Qxal 18 Rxa1 Rfb8 
19 Ra6 with a lasting advantage, Ribli-Karpov, Amsterdam 1980) 17 Qb3 b6, 
Ehlvest—Polugaevsky, Reggio Emilia 1991. Black’s defense is not too difficult. 


(e) 7... d6 transposes to the King’s Indian English, cols. 55-56. 


(f) (A) 10 Nxc6 bxc6 11 Bxc6 Rb8 planning Ne5. (B) 10 Nde2 Qa5 11 Nd5 Bd7 
12 Bd2 Qd8 13 Bc3 +, Wojtkiewicz—Adorjan, Budapest 1993. 


(g) 10... Nxd4 11 exd4 Nh6 12 Bd2!? Rb8 (12... Bxd4 13 Bxh6 Bxc3 14 Bxf8 
Bxa8 15 Bxe7 +) 13 d5 a6 14 a4 Bd7 15 a5 b6 16 axb6 Qxb6 17 Ra3 =. 


(h) 14 Ne4 Bd7 15 d5 , Khalifman—Minero, Bled Ol. 2002. 
(i) (A) 8... Qa5 9 Nb3 (9 Nc2 and 9 e3 are good alternatives) 9...Qh5 10 e4 
Qxd1 11 Rxd1 d6 12 Nd5 =. (B) 8... d6 9 Nxc6 bxc6 10 Bxc6 Bh3 11 Bxa8 
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Qxa8 12 £3 Bxf1 13 Kxf1; Black has compensation for the pawn. (C) 8... a6 
9c5 =. 


_(j) Spassky’s move, but best is 10...h6 when 11 Bd2 Be6 or 11 Bxf6 Bxf6 is 
about even. 


(k) 11 Qf4 Qa5d 12 Rac1 Rabs 13 b3 Rfc8 14 Qd2 a6 15 Be3 b5? (15 .. . Bd7 16 Ba7 
Ra8 17 Bd4 Bc6 18 e4 bd is all right for Black) 16 Ba7 bxc4 17 Bxb8 Rxb8 
18 bxc4 Bxc4 19 Rfd1 Nd7? 20 Nd5 +, Fischer—Spassky, World Chp. 1972. 


() 14 Bd2 Rh5 15 Qf4 Bh6 16 Qd4 Bxd2 17 Qxd2 Bh3 18 Bxh3 Rxh3 19 f3 +, 
Krant—Waitzkin, New York 1994. The exchanges have not relieved the pres- 
sure on Black’s position. , 


(m) Also possible is 13 Bb2 Nd7 14 Qd2 Nc5 15 f4 +, Smyslov-Timman, Moscow 
1981, 


(n) (A) The older and sharper 13... Nd7 was met by 14 Rac1 b5 15 cxb5 axb5 
16 Qxb5 Bxc3 17 Rxc3 Ra2 18 Bh6 Qb8 19 Qd3 Rc8 20 Rxc8t Qxc8 21 Rc1 
Qb8 22 b4 in Ivanchuk—Andersson, Reykjavik 1991. The dust has cleared and 
White has a strong passed pawn. (B) 13... Rb8 14 Rc1 Qd7 15 Nd5 b5 +, 
Ehlvest—Kamsky, Reggio Emilia 1991. 


(0) 11 Bd2 Qd7 12 Rac1 Rac8 13 b3 Bh3 14 Nd5 Bxg2 15 Kxg2 Nxd5 =, Reshevsky— 
Stein, Amsterdam 1964. 


(p) 14 axb3 (14 Nd5 Nxd5 15 cxd5 Bf5 16 e4 Bd7 =) 14... Qxal 15 Bd2 Qa6é 
16 Nb5 Rb8 =, Donaldson—Watson, U.S. Chp. 2003. 


(q) 11 Be3 Ng4 12 Bd4 Ned 13 Qd1 Rb8 14 Rc1 Be6 15 Nd5 b5 16 cxb5 Bxd5 
17 Bxd5 axb5 =, Tal~Torre, Leningrad 1973. 


(r) 12... b5 13 cxb5 axb5 14 Nxb5 Bf5 15 e4 Nxe4 16 Bxe4 Bxe4 17 Qxe4 Rxb5 
18 b4 d5 =, Damjanovic—Macieja, Plovdiv 2003. 


(s) 14 cxb5 axb5 15 Nd5 Bb7 =, Larsen—Tempone, Pinamar 2004. 
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ENGLISH OPENING 


1c4c5 2 Nf Nfé 3 Nc3 
79 80 81 82 83 84 
kee OD ida iddeviedacevoadacseaee 06 
4 cxd5 4 wo. cesses g3 (Keres Defense) 
Nxd5 cxd4 d5 
Bo. dS ceaetevas e4(e) Nxd4 exd5 
Nxc3(a) Nb4(f) Bb4(i) Nxd5(1) 
6 bxe3 Bc4(g) g3 Bg2 
g6 Nd3t Ne4(j) Ne6 
7 e3(b) Ke2 Qd3 0-0 
Bg7 Nfat Qas Be7 
8 Bd3(c) Kf1 Nb3 NXd5....cccscseeeeeeeeennes d4 
0-0 Ne6 Nxc3! exd5(m) Nxc3(q) 
9 0-0 b4 Bd2 d4 bxc3 
Qc7 cxb4 Ne4 0-0 0-0 
10 Rb1 Ne2 Qxe4 dxc5(n) Rb1 
b6 Ncd Bxd2t Bxc5 Qc7 
11 Qe2 Qc2 Nxd2 Bg5........45 Qc2 Qa4 
Rd8 e6 0-0 {6 Bb6 Bd7 
12 + Be4 d4 Bg2 Bd2 Ng5 Bf4 
Ba6(d) Ned7(h) Ne6(k) Re&(o) g6(p) Qc8(r) 


(a) 5...cxd4 6 Qxd4 Nxc3 7 Qxc3 Nc6 8 e4 e6 9 Bb5 Bd7 10 0-0 Qb6 11 a4 +, 
Yermolinsky—Bartholomew, National Open 2004. 


(b) 7 e4 transposes into the Exchange Variation of the Griinfeld Defense. 


(c) 8 Bb5t Bd7 9 a4 Qa5d! 10 Bxd7+ Nxd7 11 Bd2 e5 12 0-0 0-0 Timman— 
Krasenkow, Amsterdam 2004. 


(d) 13 c4 Nc6 14 d5 f5! with counterplay against White's strong center, Karpov— 
Kasparov, World Chp. 1987, 


(e) (A) 5 g3 transposes into column 73. (B) 5 e3 is similar to the previous column 
after 5... Nxce3 6 bxc3. If 5...Nc6 6 Bb5 gives White a position from 
columns 67—72 with colors reversed. 


(f) White gets a slightly better endgame after 5... Nxc3 6 dxc3! Qxd1t 7 Kxd1 
Ncé 8 Be3 b6 9 Nd2 Bb7 10 f3 g6 11 Kc2, Vaganian—Mikhalchishin, Lvov 1984. 


(g) 6 Bb5t N8c6 7 d4 cxd4 8 a3 dxc3 9 axb4 cxb2 10 Qxd8t Kxd8 11 Bb2 e6 
12 0-0 £6 is about equal. 
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(h) 13. Bg5 Be7 14 Bxe7 (Schedbler—Mueller, Bundesliga 2006), now 
14... Kxe7 =is safer than 14 ...Qxe6 15 Bxe6 as played. 


{i) 5...d5 6 e3 Bc5 7 cxd5 exd5 8 Bb5t Bd7 9 Bxd7+ Qxd7 10 0-0 0-0 11 Nce2 
Nc6 12 b3 with a small edge to White, Dautov—Mikhalchishin, Moscow 1989. 


(j) This position can also arise from the Nimzo-Indian Defense. Black has a rea- 
sonable alternative with 6... 0-0 7 Bg2 d5 8 Qb3 Bxc3t 9 bxc3 dxc4 10 Qa3 
Nbd7 11 Nb5 Nb6 12 0-0 Bd7 13 Rd1 Nfd5 14 Nd6 Qf6 =, Karpov—Portisch, 
Lucerne 1985. 


(k) 13 Qe3 d5 14 0-0 d4 15 Qd3 e5 with chances for both sides, Padevsky— 
Semkov, Bulgaria 1981. 


(1) 5... exd5 6 d4 is the Tarrasch Defense to the Queen’s Gambit. 


(m) 8...Qxd5 9 d4 Nxd4 10 Nxd4 Qxd4 11 Qe2 0-0 12 Rd1 Qfé 13 Be3 +, 
Kosten-Schroll, Austrian League 2004. 


(n) 10 Be3 Bf6 11 dxc5 Bxb2 12 Rb1 Bfé 13 Nc1 d4 14 Bf4, Portisch—Keres, Petrop- 
olis Int. 1973; now 14... Re8 and 15 .. . Bg4 should equalize. 


(o) 13 Rc1 Bb6 14 e3 Bf5 15 Bc3 Be4 16 Qb3 +, Larsen—Agdestein, Gausdal 1985. 


(p) 13 Qd1 Nd4 14 Be3 Ne6 15 Nxe6 Bxe6 16 Bd4 Rc8 17 e3 with a small edge to 
White, Adorjan—Gruenfeld, Dortmund 1984. 


(q) 8...cxd4 9 Nxd5 exd5 10 Nxd4 +, Barlov—Bjerring 2002. 
(r) 13 Qd1 Rd8 14 e4 b6 15 Qe2 +, Nakamura—Zisman, Virginia Beach 2004. 
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ENGLISH OPENING 


Hedgehog Defense 
1c4c5 2 Nf Nf6é 3 Nc3 e6 4 g3 b6 5 Bg2(a) Bb7 6 0-0 
85 86 87 88 89 90 
Giiuies Nc6.......... Be@7Z siccecntetionth it ortuceaneieatder ates a6 
7 ~~ e4(b) d4(d) d4 
d6 cxd4 cxd4 
8 da Qxd4 Qxd4 
cxd4 0-0.........45 dé d6 
9 Nxd4 Rd1 b3 .Bg5(k) Rd1.......... b3 
Nxd4 Nc6 0-0(h) a6 Be7 Nbd7 
10 Qxda4 Qf4(e) Rd1 Bxfé b3(n) Bb2 
Be7 Qbs8 Nbd7 Bxf6 Nbd7 Be7 
11 =6b3 e4(f) e4 Qfa(1) Ng5(o) Nd2 
0-0 d6(g) Qca(i) Bxf3 Bxg2 Bxg2 
12 Ba3 b3 Bb2 Qxf3 Kxg2 Kxg2 
Qc7!(c) Rds a6 Ra7 Qc7 0-0 
13 Rfdi Bb2 Qe3 Rfd1 f3 Nde4 
Rfds = a6 + Re&(j) 0-0(m) Rd&(p) Qc7(q) 


(a) 5 e4 Bb7 6 d3 (6 Qe2!? is also interesting) 6...d6 7 Bg2 Be7 8 0-0 0-0 9 Rel 
Nc6 10 b3 a6 11 Bb2 Rb8 12 d4 cxd4 13 Nxd4 Nxd4 14 Qxd4, Larsen—Browne, 
Las Palmas 1983. This position is similar to the column, but White has lost a 
tempo (moving his d-pawn twice). Black achieved dynamic equality with 
14... b5!?. 


(b) 7 d4 Nxd4 8 Nxd4 Bxg2 9 Kxg2 cxd4 10 Qxd4 Be7 11 Rd1 0-0 12 b3 Qc7 
13 Bb2 Rfd8, Carlsen—de Firmian, Gausdal 2003. 


(c) An improvement on 12 ...Qb8 13 Rad1 Rd8 14 Rd2 Bc6 15 Rfd1 a6 16 Qd3 
Ne8 17 Qe2 Qb7 18 Nd5!, Lautier—Psakhis, Barcelona 1993. Black’s d-pawn is 
safe, because after 13 Nb5 Qc6! 14 Bxd6 Rfd8 White cannot play 15 e5. The 
column is Hergott—de Firmian, Linares 1994. 


(d) 7 Re1 d6 8 e4 Nbd7 9 d4 cxd4 10 Nxd4 Qc7 11 Be3 Rc8 12 Rel Qb8 13 b3 
0-0 =, van Wely—Shipov, Internet 2004. 


(e) 10 Qd2 Na5 11 b3 d5 12 cxd5 Nxd5 13 Nxd5 Qxd5 14 Qe1 Qh5 15 Rd7 Bf6 
16 Ba3 Bc6 17 Bxf8 Bxd7 18 Rd1 Rd8 19 Bd6 Be8 20 e4 +, Karpov—Anders- 
son, Moristico 1989. 


(f) (A) 11 Qxb8 is less precise: 11... Raxb8 12 Bf4 Rac8! 13 Ne5 d6! 14 Nxc6 
Bxc6 15 Bxd6 Bxd6 16 Rxd6 Bxg2 17 Kxg2 Rxc4 18 Rad1 g5! with active play, 
Portisch—Pachman, Amsterdam 1967. (B) 11 b3 Rd8 12 Bb2 a6 (12...d6 
13 d4 a6 14 Qe3 Nd7) 13 Na4! b5 14 Nb6 =, Christiansen—Peters, Los Angeles 
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1989. (C) 11 Ng5!? Rd8 12 Nge4 Nxe4 13 Bxe4 Na5 14 b3 Bf6 15 Bxb7 Nxb7 
16 Qxb8 Raxb8 17 Bd2 Rbc8 18 Raci1 +, Aseev—Yudasin, St Petersburg 1997; 
Black’s pieces are awkwardly posted. 


(g) 11... Qxf4 12 Bxf4 Rfd8 13 e5 Ne8 14 Nd4 Na5 15 b3 +, Karpov—Petrosian, 
Milan 1975, The column is Taimanov—Kholmov, USSR Chp. 1967. 


(h) (A) 9...a6 10 Ba3! Nc6 (10...0-0 11 Rfdi Ne8 12 Bb2 +) 11 Qf4 Qc7 
12 Rfd1 Rd8 13 Raci Na7 14 e4 +, Novic—Rogozenko, Dubai 2002. 
(B)9...Nbd7 10 Nb5!? Nc5 11 Rd1 Nfe4 (11... d5 12 cxd5 exd5 +, Korchnoi— 
Johann Hjartarson, St. John 1988; or 12... Nxd5? 13 Qxg7! Bf6 14 Nd6t with 
a winning attack) 12 Qxg7!? Bf6 13 Qhé Bxai 14 Ng5 unclear, Korchnoi-— 
Greenfeld, Beersheba 1990. 


(i) 11... a6 12 Ba3 Nc5 13 e5 dxe5 14 Qxd8 Rfxd8 15 Nxe5 Bxg2 16 Kxg2 Rdc8 
17 Na4! Rab8 18 Bxc5 bxc5 19 Rd3 with strong pressure in the endgame, 
Vaganian—Nogueiras, Rotterdam 1989. 


(j) 14 Nd4 Qc7 =. This position can be reached by other move orders, such as via 
column 89, note (0). White has an advantage in space, but Black's position is 
strongly fortified and pawn breaks via ...b5, ... d5, oreven ...e5 must al- 
ways be watched for. 


(k) 9 Rd1 a6 will transpose to other columns. 


(1) 11 Qd3 Ra7 (not 11...0-0 12 Ng5) 12 Rad1 Be7 13 Nd4 (13 Ne4 0-0!) 
13... Bxg2 14 Kxg2 Qc8 15 f4 Nc6 =, Sulava—Pelletier, French League 2004. 


(m) 14 Rac1 Nd7 15 Qe3 Be7, Ribli-van der Wiel, Baden-Baden 1992. Black's lib- 
eration by ...b5 or ... d5 is nearly impossible, but White’s advantage is still 
small. 


(n) 10 Bg5 Nbd7 11 Nd2 Bxg2 12 Kxg2 Rc8 13 Nde4 Rc6 14 Nxf6t Bxf6 15 Bxf6é 
Nxf6 16 Ne4 Nxe4 17 Qxe4 Qc7 18 b3 b5 =, Korchnoi—Yermolinsky, Wijk aan 
Zee 1997. 


(0) 11 e4 Qc8 would transpose to column 87. 


(p) (A) 13 . . .0-07 14 Ba3 Ne8 15 Nxh7 +. (B) 13... Rd8 14 Bb2Nc5 15 Rd2 Qc6 
16 Rad1 with a bind, Robatsch—Chernin, Austria 1994. 


(q) 14 Rfd1 Rfd8 15 £3 Ne8 16 Rac1 Rac8 =, Czebe—Kurmann, Lenk 2005. 


ENGLISH OPENING 
Rubinstein/Botvinnik Variation 


1 c4.c5 2 Nc3 Nfé 3 g3 d5(a) 4 cxd5 Nxd5 5 Bg2 Nc7(b) 


91 92 93 94 95 96 
6 Qb3......... Qa4t........ d3(g) ........ Nf3 
Nc6 Qd7(d) e5 Nc6 
7 Bxc6t Qxd7+ Be3(h) Qa4.....ce.e 0-0 
bxc6 Nxd7 Be7 Bd7 e5 
8 Nf Nf3 Re1 Qe4 Sai ates d3 
f6 e5(e) Nd7 g6(i) f6(k) Be7 
9 Qa4 e3(f) Nf3 Ne5 d3(l) Nd2(m) 
Bd7(c) b6 Rb8 Bg7 Be7 Bd7 
10 d3 d4 0-0 Nxd7 Be3 Nc4 
e5 Bb7 b6 Qxd7 0-0 f6(n) 
11 0-0 0-0 Nd2 0-0 Qa4 £4 
Ne6 e4 0-0 0-0 Khs b5 
12 Be3 Nh4 Qa4 Rb1 Rfc1 Ne3 
Nd4 Nf6 = a6 Rab8 Bd7 Rc8(0) 
13 Rfc1 £4 a3 Rad1 a4 


Be7 = Nfe!=  Nd4(j) +==Nd4= bap) 


(a) On 3... e6 4 Nf3 transposes to other columns, while 4 Bg2?! d5! gives Black 
a dangerous initiative (if 5 cxd5 exd5 6 Qb3 c4 7 Qb5t?? Bd7 8 Qxb7 Bc6). 


(b) 5... e676 Nxd5 exd5 7 Qb3 +. 


(c) (A) 9... e5!? 10 Qxc6t Bd7 11 Qe4 Ne6 12 0-0 Nd4 13 Nxd4 cxd4 with 
compensation for the pawn, Mohendesi—Michiels, Belgian League 2004. 
(B) 9... Qd7 is an important alternative: 10 d3 e5 11 Be3 Ne6 12 0-0 is un- 
clear. The column is C. Hansen—Schandorff, Rilton Cup 1997. 


(d) Also reasonable is the pawn sacrifice 6... Bd7 7 Qb3 Nc6 8 Qxd7 Nd4 9 Qe4 
g6 10 Qb1 Bg7!? with chances for both sides, Acs—Berkes, Gyorgy Marx Mem. 
2004. 


(e) 8...g6 9 d4 Bg7 10 Be3 cxd4 11 Nxd4, Gulko—Magem, Leon 1992. Black has 
persistent problems completing his development. The game continued 
11...0-0 12 0-0 Ne5 13 Rad1 Nc4 14 Bcl Ne6 15 Nc2 Rd8 16 Ne3 Nd6 
17 Ned5 Kf8 18 e4 Nd4 19 e5! N6b5 (19 .. . Bxe5 20 Bh6t wins at least the ex- 
change) 20 Nxb5 Nxb5 21 a4! Bg4 22 Rd2 e6 23 Ne3 winning material. 


(f) 9 d3 planning Nd2, Nc4, and f4 is also critical. The column is Yudasin—De La 
Villa Garcia, Pamplona 1995. 
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(g) 6 b3 e5 7 Bb2 (7 Ba3 is also interesting) 7 . .. Be7 8 Rc1 £6 9 Nh3 Ncé 10 £4 Bd7 
11 0-0 Qc8! 12 Nf2 exf4 13 gxf4 0-0 =, Komljenovic-Magem, San Sebastian 
1993. 


(h) 7 Qb3 (7 Nf3 Nc6 will transpose to column 114 after 8 0-0 Be7) 7...Nc6 8 
Bxc6t bxc6 will transpose to column 109, or Black can try 7... Nd7!? 8 Nf3 
Be7 9 Nd2 0-0 10 0-0, Karlsson—Alburt, Hastings 1993/94. The column is 
Singh—Ganguly, Parsvnath 2006. 


(i) (A) 8... 16 is too slow: 9 d4 cxd4 10 Nxd4 e5 11 Nf with enduring pressure. 
(B)8...Ne6!? 9 e3 g6 10 d4 f5 11 Qhé4 exd4 12 exd4 Nb4 13 0-0 Bc6 14 Rd1 Nd5 
brought about unfathomable positions, Sherbakov—Yudasin, Moscow 1992. 


(j) 14 d3 e6 with comfortable equality, Ehlvest—Lautier, Biel SKA 1996. 


(k) (A) 8... Bez?! 9 b4 cxb4 10 axb4 Bxb4? 11 Nxe5. (B) 8... Rb8 9 d3 Be7 
10 Rbi Bd7 11 Bd2 a5 =, C. Hansen—Beliavsky, Biel 1992. 


(1) 9 e3 c4 10 b3 Be6 =, Dambrauskas—Schwarz, Pobeskydi Cup 2004. The col- 
umn is Velickovic—-Mohr, Slovenian League 2003. 


(m) The older 9 Be3 is less dynamic: 9... 0-0 10 Nd2 Bd7 11 Rc1 transposes to 
Dake-—Rogoff, Lone Pine 1976, and now 11... Rc8 (J. Watson) is equal. 


(n) 10... 0-0!? 11 Bxc6 Bxc6 12 Nxe5 Be8 is playable: 13 Be3 Ne6 14 Rel Bfé 
15 Nf3 Bc6 16 Qb3 Bd4 17 Bxd4 Nxd4 18 Nxd4 cxd4 19 Ne4 Re8 +, Johann 
Hjartarson—Vaganian, Rotterdam 1989. 


(o) 12... exf4 13 NfS!? b4 14 Nxe7 Qxe7 15 Ne4 (15 Bxf4 bxc3 16 Bxc7 Rc8 +, 
Akopian—Leko, Ubeda 1997) 15 ...0-0 16 Bxf4 +, Akopian—Ruck, Amplico 
Life 2003. 


(p) 14 Nb5 exf4 15 Bxc6 fxe3 =, Aronian—Smirnov, Tripoli 2004. 


ENGLISH OPENING 


Ultra-Symmetrical Variation 
1 c4 cS 2 Nc3 Nc6 3 g3 g6 4 Bg2 Bg7 


97 98 99 100 101 102 
5 NGS eave Coeds nice Cy eer Cs Weenies a3(q) 
€5 Se tecxete 2 e6 Nf6(j) e6(m) 46.25.5355 e6(u) 
6 0-0 0-0(d) Nge2 Nge2 Rb1 Rb1(v) 
d6 Nge7 0-0 Nge7 Rb8 a5(w) 
7 d3(a) d3(e) 0-0 0-0(n) b4(r) e4 
Nge7 0-0 d6 0-0 cxb4 Nge7 
8 Rb1 Bd2(f) d3(k) d4 axb4 Nge2 
0-0 b6 Ne’ cxd4 b5 d6 
9 a3 a3 Be3 Nxd4 cxb5(s) d3 
a5 Bb7 Nd4 Nxd4 axb5 b6 
10 Bg5(b) Rb1 Qd2 exd4 Nf3 0-0 
{6 d5(g) Rb8 d5 d5(t) Bb7 
11 Bd2 b4(h) Rb1 cxd5 d4 Be3 
Be6 cxb4 Bg4 Nxd5 Bf5 Nd4 
12 Nel axb4 {3 Nxd5(o) Rb3 b4 
Kh8&(c) dxc4(i) Bd7(l) exd5(p)= Be4= axb4(x) 


(a) 7 Ne1 Be6! is better than 7... Nge7 8 Nc2 Be6 9 Ne3! 0-0 10 Ned5 =. 


(b) (A) 10 Bd2 Rb8 11 Ne1 Be6 12 Ne2 (12 Nd5 b5 =) 12...d5 13 exd5 Nxd5 
14 Ne4 bé6 15 b4 unclear, W. Schmidt—-Wedberg, Haifa 1989. (B) 10 Ne1 Be6 
11 Ne2 d5 12 exd5 Nxd5 13 Ne3 Nde7 unclear. 


(c) 13 Ne2 d5 14 cxd5 Nxd5 with equal chances, van Wely—Leko, Melody Amber 
2005. 


(d) (A) 6 d4 cxd4 7 Nb5 d5 8 cxd5 Qa5t 9 Qd2 Qxb5 10 dxc6 Ne7! =, 
Fishbein—Jansa, Herning 1991. (B) 6 a3 Nge7 7 b4 Nxb4 (7...b6 and 
7... cxb4 are also played) 8 axb4 cxb4 9 Ne4 Bxa1 10 Qa4 Bg7 11 Nd6t Kfs 
12 Qxb4, Pavlovic-Fominikh, Novy Smokovec 1990, gives White compensa- 
tion for the exchange. 


(e) 7 e3 is similar to column 100. 


(f) (A) 8 Bf4 d5 9 cxd5 Nxd5 10 Nxd5 exd5 11 Qd2 Re8 12 Rac1 b6 =. (B) 8 Bg5 
hé6 9 Bd2 is similar to the column. 


(g) After 10 ...d6 11 b4 Qd7 White had no useful advantage, Pfleger—Ribli, Ger- 
many 1990. 


(h) 11 cxd5 Nxd5 12 Nxd5 Qxd5 13 Bc3 Nd4 =, Wahl-Emms, 4NCL 2000. 
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(i) 13 dxc4 Re8 14 c5 bxc5 15 bxc5 Na5 16 Nb5 (16 Na4 Bc6 17 Qc2 Nb7 F, 
Petrosian—Fischer, USSR vs. Rest of the World 1970) 16... Rxc5 17 Qa4 with 
just enough compensation for the pawn. White’s 16th move was introduced in 
Larsen—Psakhis, Hastings 1987/88, but with a different move order, similar to 
note (f)(B), so that it was actually his 17th move, 


(j) (A) 5...e5 is plausible but seldom played. (B) 5... e6 is not bad: 6 Nge2 
Nge7 7 0-00-08 d3 d6 9 Rb1 b6 10 Be3 Nd4 11 b4 Bb7 12 Qd2 Nec6 13 a3 Qe7 
with a solid defense, Makarichev—Anastasian, Pavlodar 1987. 


(k) 8 a3 a5 9 Rb1 Ne8 10 d3 Nc7 11 Be3 Nd4 12 b4 axb4 13 axb4 b6 offers White 
little, Evans—Fischer, New York 1967. 


(1) 13 b4 Nc7 14 £4 b6 15 h3 f5 16 Kh2 Bc6 =, Filip—Gligorié, Moscow 1956. Nei- 
ther side can easily be budged. 


(m) 5... e5, as in column 97, is playable here: 6 Nge2 Nge7 7 0-0 0-0 8 d3 dé 9 a3 
a5 10 Nd5 Rb8 11 Nec3 Nxd5 12 Nxd5 Bd7 13 e4 Ne7 =, Taimanov—Korchnoi, 
St. Peterburg 2001. 


(n) (A) 7 d4 cxd4 8 Nxd4 d5 (8... Nxd4, attempting to transpose to the column, 
may be more reliable) 9 cxd5 Nxd5 10 Nxd5 Nxd4 11 Nc3 Nc6 12 Qxd8t Nxd8 
13 Bd2 at least took the game out of symmetrical channels, Andersson—Miles, 
Tilburg 1981. (B) 7 Nf4 0-0 8 0-0 and now 8... a6,8...b6,or8...d6alllead 
to a playable game. 


(0) 12 Qb3 is no better: 12... Bxd4 (or 12... Ne7) 13 Nxd5 exd5 14 Bh6é Bg7 
15 Bxg7 Kxg7 16 Bxd5 a5! 17 Rac1 a4! 18 Qc3t Qf6 =, Andersson—Gheorghiu, 
Moscow 1981. 


(p) 13 Qb3 Be6 14 Be3 Qd7 =. 


(q) (A) 5 d3 has little independent significance, but will usually transpose to 
columns 97-99. (B) 5 b3 is slow but there are a few traps: 5 . . .e6 6 Bb2 Nge7 
7 Qci1!? d6 (7...d5 8 Nxd5; 7... 0-0 8 Ne4) 8 [4 0-0 9 Ne4 e5 10 fxe5 Nxe5 
11 Nf3 £5 12 Nf2 N7c6 13 Nxe5 dxe5 unclear, Hort—Gulko, Niksié 1978. 


(t) 7 Qa4 Nd4 (7... d6!? 8 Bxc6t?! dxc6 9 Qxc6t Kf8 with compensation) 8 b4 
b5 9 exb5 Nxb5 10 Nxb5 Rxb5 11 Nf3 Bb7 12 0-0=, Seirawan—Jansa, Biel 1985. 


(s) 9c5 a5 10 Ba3 axb4 11 Bxb4 Nxb4 12 Rxb4 Bxc3 13 dxc3 Qc7 14 Qd4 Nf6 
15 Nf3 0-0 16 0-0 Bb7 17 Rxb5 Bxf3 =, Tarjan—Gheorghiu, Riga 1979. 


(t) (A) 10...d6 11 d4 Bg4 12 Be3 unclear, Adorjan—Horvath, Hungary 1992. 
(B) 10...e5 11 d4 exd4 12 Nd5 Nf6 13 Bg5 with pressure. (C) 10... Nf6é 
11 0-0 0-0 12 d4 d5 13 Bf4 Rb6 14 Qb3 e6 15 Rfc1 +, Larsen—Ivkov, Palma de 
Mallorca 1967. The column is Pirc—Matulovié, Maribor 1967. 


(u) (A) 5... a5 at this early stage is a serious weakening; for instance 6 Nf3 e6 
7 d4!? cxd4 8 Nb5 is stronger for White than the analogous gambit in column 
98, note (d)(A), because White's knight is secure on b5. (B) 5... d6 6 Rb1 a5 
may transpose to column 98 after 7 d3 e5, or to column 100, note (n), after 
7&3 e5, 


(v) 6 b4 Nxb4! (6... cxb4 7 axb4 Nxb4 8 Ba3 with obvious compensation) 7 axb4 
cxb4 8 d4 bxc3 9 e3 Ne7 +. In this line White can try the interesting sacrifice 
8 Nb5!? Bxal 9 Qa4 Bfé 10 Nd6t Kf8 as played in Matemoros—Pogorelov, 
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Seville 2002. Objectively Black should be better, but White’s practical chances 
are fair. 
(w) 6...Nge7 7 b4 d6 (7... cxb4 8 axb4 d5 9 b5 Ned 10 cxd5 exd5 11 d4 Nc4 


12 e3 +) is playable, but Black has no obvious compensation for his conces- 
sion of space on the queenside. 


(x) 13 axb4 Bc6, Adorjan—Ermenkov, Warsaw 1979, Black has neutralized White’s 
queenside initiative. 


ENGLISH OPENING 


1c4 
103 104 105 106 107 108 
Vitae Ce esa sey iueeeiea ohadaha Pauatabc ana taeiensobeae ame ied PGW. ssicveoses b6(q) 
2) UNEB elentissvenerdieraeiisieasanceectetens b3 g3(n) Nc3 
Nf6(a) g6?!(k) Bg7 e6 
3 d4 Bb2 Bg2 e4 
cxd4 Nf6 e5 Bb7 
4 Nxd4 Bxf6! (1) Nc3 Nf3 
DO hiidsdeiiiasistiveeacie e6(f) exf6 £5(o) Bb4 
5 Nc3 g3 Nc3 e3 Bd3(r) 
Bb7 Qc7(g) Bg7 d6 Ne7 
6  _BgS.....aaee £3 Nc3 g3 Nge2 0-0 
a6!(b) e6(d) a6(h) Nc6 Nf6 0-0 
7  Bxf6 e4 Bgs(i) Bg2 0-0 Bc2 
pxf6 d6 Be7 £5 0-0 £5 
8 e3 Be2 Rc1 e3 b4 d4 
e6 Be7 0-0 0-0 c6 Bxc3 
9 Qh5 Be3 Bg2 Nge2 bs bxc3 
£5(c) Nbd7(e) d6(j) a6(m) Be6(p) Bxe4(s) 


(a) 2...Nc6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 g6 5 e4 Bg7 6 Be3 transposes intothe Accelerated 
Dragon, Maréczy Bind. 


(b) (A) 6... Ne4 7 Nxe4 Bxe4 8 f3 Bb7 9 e4 +, Alekhine—Sémisch, Baden-Baden 
1925. (B) 6... d6 7 Bxf6 gxf6 8 e3 e6 9 Qh5! Qc8 10 Be2! +, Kavalek—Kudrin, 
U.S. Chp. 1984. 


(c) 10 Rd1 Qf6 11 Rd2 Nc6 =, Hoelzl—Stanec, Austrian League 2004. 


(d) 6...d6 7 e4 Nbd7 8 Be3 g6 9 Be2 Bg7 10 0-0 0-0 11 Qd2 +, Wojtasezek— 
Szwed, DMP League 2005. 


(e) 10 0-0 a6 11 a4 0-0 12 a5 bxa5 13 Nb3 Rb8 14 Nxa5 Ba8 15 Qd2 Re& =, 
Shabalov—Fedorowicz, Amsterdam 1996. 


(f) Black gives away squares with 4... e5 5 Nb5 d5 6 cxd5 Bc5 7 N5c3 0-0 8 e3 
Qe7 9 a3 e4 10 b4 Bd6é 11 Bb2 +, de Firmian—Alburt, Los Angeles 1987. 


(g) 5... Bb4t 6 Bd2 Qbé6 7 Bg2! Bcd 8 e3 Nc6 9 Nc3 Be7 10 Rc1 +, Nenashev— 
Vakhidov, Bishkek 1993. White will gain even more activity if Black grabs a 
pawn. 


(h) Too dangerous is 6... Qxc4 7 e4 Qb4 8 a3 Qb6 9 Be3 +. 
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(i) 7 Bg2 Qxc4 8 0-0 Nc6 9 Nb3 d5 10 Bf4 Be7 11 a3 a5 12 Rel Qaé =, 
’ Tkachiev—Alekseev, Russia 2007. 


(j) 10 0-0 Nbd7 11 h3 Rb8 =, Del Campo—Hernandez, Mexico 2002. 


(k) A good plan is 2... Nc6 3 Bb2 e5 4 g3 (4 e3 g6é! 5 d4?! exd4 6 exd4 Bg7 + pins 
the d-pawn) 4... 26 5 Bg2 Bg7 6 Nf3 Nge7 7 d3 0-0 =. 


(1) White gets nothing special from 4 g3 Bg7 5 Bg2 0-0 6 Nc3 Ncé6 =, J. Watson- 
Browne, Los Angeles 1982. 


(m) 10 Rc1 b5 11 d3 with an edge due to Black’s doubled pawns, Karpov—Browne, 
San Antonio 1972. 


(n) 2 d4 Nfé transposes to the King’s Indian Defense. 


(o) (A) 4... Nc6 is the Closed Variation (columns 19-24). (B) 4... Ne7 5 d3 6 e4! 
makes Black’s development awkward. 


(p) 10 Qa4 Nfd7!? leaves a complicated game with chances for both sides. 


(q) (A) 1... e6 2 Nf3 d5 is a Reti Opening, but most common is 3 d4, transposing 
into the Queen’s Gambit Declined. (B) 1... Nc6 2 d4 (2 Nc3 e5 transposes to 
the 1... e5 variations) 2... e5 3 d5 Nce7 4 Nf6 5 Nc3 Ngé6 6 Bd3 and 7 Nge2 
should favor White. (C) 1...£5 will usually transpose into a Dutch Defense 
after a later d2-d4. White can also play with the pawn on d3, e.g., 2 Nc3 Nf6 
3 g3 e6 4 Bg2 c6 5 d3 Na6 6 a3 Be7 7 e3 0-0 8 Nge2 Nc7 9 0-0 +, Staunton— 
Horwitz, London 1851. 


5 Qb3 Na6 6 Be2 Ne7 7 0-0 0-0 8 d3 Ng6 9 Bd2 d6 103 Nc5! 11 Qe2 (11 Qxb4? 
a5 12 Qb5 c6 traps the queen) 11... Bxc3 12 Bxc3 f5 with chances for both 
sides, Serper—Yermolinsky, Lucerne 1993. 


(s) 10 Bxe4 fxe4 11 Ng5 Qe8 12 Nxe4 Qg6 13 Ng3 Nbc6 =, Rahman—Speelman, 
Calcutta 1996. 


(r 
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RETI OPENING 


1 Nf3 d5 2 c4 (Incorporating the Barcza System 1 Nf3 d5 2 g3) 


aAMOL ae 


Fi a ms 


A 


BP 


HEN ALEKHINE LEGITIMIZED the Reti Opening in the 1920s, it included 
almost any game that began with White’s moves Nf3 and c4. Reti 

popularized this sequence against all defenses, demonstrating the 
“hypermodern” strategies of flexible restraint of the center pawns and the 
fianchetto of both bishops. As the opening became accepted, there devel- 
oped some structure to it and a clearer classification between it and other 
openings. Nowadays, the Reti Opening refers only to those variations in 
which Black plays d5; White plays c4 (after Nf3), fianchettos at least one 
bishop, and does not play an early d4, transposing into the Catalan or 
Neo-Griinfeld. 

White’s setup lacks direct aggression and so allows Black the choice 
ofmany sensible defensive positions. Compared with the Queen’s Gambit, 
Slav, and Catalan openings, Black appears to have no troubles: he devel- 
ops his minor pieces without hindrance and can claim his share of the 
center. White’s initiative of the first move does not vanish, however, but 
takes subtler forms, with pressure and possibilities of expansion in all sec- 
tors of the board. 

Black boldly responds with 2...d4 in columns 1—2. This kind of 
Reversed Benoni or Benko is underrated. White can achieve an early b4, 
expanding on the queenside, but Black’s control of the center holds the 
balance if he does not overreach himself. The simple 2... dxc4 (column 
3) is compliant and allows White an active setup starting ‘with 3 Na3. So- 
lidifying the center with 2...c6 3 b3 Nf6 4 g3 Bf5 (columns 4-5) is the 
London System, championed by Lasker, although White obtains some ini- 
tiative. More to the point is 4... Bg4 (column 6) when Black has only a 
minor disadvantage. Also 4... g6 (column 7) leaves White for choice, so 
we conclude that 2... c6 does not gain complete equality. White avoids 
the queenside fianchetto in column 8 with 3 g3, allowing Black to capture 
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and try to hold the pawn on c4. 2... e6 (columns 9-10) is a Neo-Catalan, 
which would transpose into the Catalan if White plays an early d4. 

The Barcza System 2 g3 (columns 11-12) is quite similar to the Reti 
and may transpose. White first develops his kingside before playing c4. 
Black does well with 2... Bg4 (column 12), although he could also trans- 
pose into a King’s Indian Reversed with 2... c5. 


RETI OPENING 


1 Nf3 d5 2 c4 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
Divides Cave ca Ss his iacenceeteatecien ob er cé 
3 Bccidcids g3(d) Na3.......00 b3 
f6(a) c5(e) c5(h) Nf6é 
4 e3 b4(f) Nxc4 g3 
e5 cxb4 Nc6 Bf5...(London System) Bg4! 
5 Qb3(b) a3 b3 Bg2(j) Bg2(n) 
c5 bxa3 {6 e6 e6 
6  bxed Bg2 Bb2 0-0 0-0 
Bxc5 Nc6 e5 B@7 seiecesans Bd6 Nbd7 
7 exd4 Bxa3 g3 Bb2 Bb2 Bb2 
exd4 e5 Nge7 0-0 0-0 Bd6é 
8 Ba3 Bxf8 Bg2 d3 d3(l) d3(o) 
Qe7t Kxfa Nd5 hé Nbd7 0-0 
9 Be2 d3 0-0 Nbd2 Nbd2 Nbd2 
Nc6(c) g6(g) Be7(i) Nbd7(k)  h6(m) a5(p) 


(a) 3...c5 4 Bb2 g6 5 e3 Bg7 6 bxc5 e5 7 exd4 exd4 8 d3 Na6 9 Nbd2 Nxc5 
10 Nb3 Ne6é 11 g3 Ne7 12 Bg2 0-0 =, Tarrasch—-Alekhine, Semmering 1926. 
Also reasonable is 3 .. . g6 4 Bb2 Bg7 5 d3 e5 6 Nbd2 a5 ~, Gulko—P. Nikolié, 
Reykjavik 1991. 


(b) Not 5 exd4? e4! 6 Qe2 Qe7 7 Ngi Nc6 +. 


(c) 10 0-0 b6 11 Re1 Qd6 with chances for both sides, Napolitano—Balogh, corr. 
1960-62. 


(d) 3 e3 Nc6 4 exd4 Nxd4 5 Nxd4 Qxd4 6 Nc3 e5 7 d3 Ne7 8 Be3 Qd8 9 g3 Nf5 
10 Bg2 c6 =, Resche—Hort, Germany 1991. White should avoid 4 b4?! dxe3 
5 fxe3 Nxb4 6 d4 e5! =, Keres—Stahlberg, match 1938. 


(e) White gets the kind of position he is aiming for after 3... g6 4 Bg2 Bg7 5 d3 
e5 6 0-0 Ne7 7 b4 0-0 8 Nbd2 c6 9 Nb3 h6 10 a4 a6 11 Ba3 Re8 12 bd 2, 
Vaganian—Sakaev, Moscow 1996. White has a queenside initiative and no 
weaknesses. 


(f) 4 Bg2 Nc6 5 0-0 e5 6 d3 Nf6 7 e3 f6 8 e4 dxe3 9 fxe3 Bg4 =, Vukic—-Varga, 
Opatija 2002. A reversed Benoni is quite reasonable. 


(g) 10 0-0 Kg7 11 Nbd2 Nge7 =, Serper—Kholmov, Moscow 1995. The position is 
a Benko Gambit reversed. Some players would like the active play of the 
White position and some players would like Black’s extra pawn. 
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(h) (A) 3... 57! 4 Nxe5 Bxa3 5 Qa4t (5 bxa3? Qd4) 5... b5 6 Qxa3 Bb7 7 e3 Qd6 
8 Qxd6 cxd6 9 Nf3 Nc6? (9...a6 +) 10 b3 d5 11 bxc4 dxc4 12 a4 +, 
Tartakower—Spielmann, Moscow 1925. (B) 3... Nf6 4 Nxc4 e6 5 g3b6 6 Bg2 
Bb7 7 0-0 Be7 8 d3 0-0 9 a3 c5 10 Bd2 Nc6 11 Rb1 +, Andersson—Radulov, 
Nice 1974. 


(i) 10 Nh4! 0-0 11 Qbi! Rf7 12 Nf5 with pressure on the kingside, Botvinnik— 
Fine, Nottingham 1936. 


(j) 5 Ba3!? is a worthy alternative, preventing Black from castling after 5 ...e6 
‘ 6 Bxf8 Kxf8. Petrosian—Tal, Curagao 1962, continued 5...g6 6 d3 Bg7 
7 Nbd2 =, as the bishop on f5 is poorly posted. 


(k) 10 a3 a5 11 Qc2 Bh7 12 Bc3 b5 13 cxb5 cxb5 14 b4 Qc7 15 Qb2 Nb6 16 Bed +, 
Botvinnik—Smyslov, World Chp. 1958. 


(1) White should control the e4 square. On 8 d4 Nbd7 9 Nbd2 Ne4 10 Nh4 
Nxd2 = 11 Nxf5? Bb4! wins, Gaefe—F. Olafsson, Puerto Rico 1971. 


(m) 10 a3 Qe7?! (10...a5 +) 11 b4 e5 12 e4! dxe4 13 dxe4 Bh7 (12... 1.xe4 
14 Nh4) 14 c5 Bc7 15 Nh4 +, Zarnicki—Mendez, Buenos Aires 1991. 


‘(n) 5 Ne5 Bh5 6 Bg2 e6 7 Bb2 Be7 8 0-0 Nbd7 9 Nxd7 Qxd7 10 d3 0-911 Nd2 Qc7 
12 Rel Rfd8 =, Reti-Capablanca, Moscow 1925. 


(0) 8 Na3!? 0-0 9 Nc2 Bxf3 10 Bxf3 Be5 11 Qc1 Bxb2 12 Qxb2 e5 13 cxd5 cxd5 
14 Ne3 e4 15 Bg2 Qb6 16 d3 also gained White a small ete ‘ Lobron— 
Khalifman, Brussels 1992. 


(p) 10 a3 Qe7 11 Qc2 e5 12 64 dxe4 13 dxe4 Bc5 14 h3 with just a small White ad- 
vantage, Hjartarson—Stefansson, Iceland (rapid) 1995. 
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RETI OPENING 


1 Nfs d5 
7 8 9 10 11 12 

De ORI i iiversincods daseutwoudeutdoad decades caeteialseceudenears g3 (Barcza System) 
CB vresnsiiecs a6cte Sebeteseenas e6 (Neo-Catalan) NGG vo. cceees Bg4 

Bo DS isssneeeess g3 g3 Bg2 Bg2 
Nf6 Nf6(d) Nf6 Bf5?! c6 

4 g3 Bg2 Bg2 c4 c4 
g6(a) dxc4 Be@7 siisscciss dxc4 c6(q) e6(t) 

5 Bb2 0-0(e) 0-0(h) Qa4t(n) exd5 exd5 
Bg7 Nbd7(f) 0-0 Nbd7(o) = cxd5 Bxf3(u) 

6 Bg2 Na3 b3 Qxc4 Qb3 Bxf3 
0-0 Nb6 c5(i) c5 Qc8(r) cxd5 

7 0-0 Qc2 Bb2(j) 0-0 Nc3 Nc3 
Bg4(b) Qd5 Nc6 Bd6 e6 Nf6é 

8 d3 Nh4 e3 d4 d3 0-0 
Bxf3 Qe6 b6(k) 0-0 Nc6 Nc6 

9 Bxf3 e4 Nc3(I) Nc3 Bf4 d3 
Nbd7(c) g6(g) Bb7(m) a6(p) Be7(s) Be7 = 


(a) Black can mix things up with (A) 4...Qb6 5 Bg2 e5!?7 6 0-0 e4 7 Ne1 h5 », 
Larsen—Korchnoi, Brussels 1987. (B) On 4... dxc4 5 bxc4 e5 6 Bb2 e4 7 Nd4 
White has a small edge due to his extra center pawn. 


(b) 7... Nbd7 8 d3 Re8 9 Nbd2 e5 10 cxd5 Nxd5 11 Nc4 Qc7 12 Qd2 b5 13 Ne3 
Nxe3 14 Qxe3 Bb7 is equal, Kostié~Spielmann, Bled 1931. White should try 
8 Qc2 Re8 9 d4 +. 


(c) 10 Nd2 e6 with a solid game for Black, although White is for choice with the 
bishop pair, Larsen—Uhlmann, match 1971. 


(d) 3... dxc4 4 Bg2 b5?7! (4... Nf6é is the column) 5 a4 Bb7 6 b3 cxb3 7 Qxb3 a6 
8 axb5 axb5 (8... cxb5 9 Ne5 wins) 9 Rxa8 Bxa8 10 Ne5 e6 11 Na3 with fine 
play for the pawn, Schmidt—Schaufelberger, Switzerland 1970. 


(e) 5 Na3 b5 6 Ned (A) 6...Nd5 7 d3 cxd3 8 Qxd3 e6 9 e4 Qad5t 10 Bd2 Nb4 
11 Qe2 Qc7 12 Nf3 Be7 13 0-0 0-0 -, Portisch—Donner, Bled 1961. 
(B)6...Qc7! 7d4Bb7 8 0-0 66 9b3 c3 F, M. Tseitlin-Sveshnikov, USSR 1975. 


(f) Sharpest is 5...b5 6 a4 Bb7 7 b3 cxb3 8 Qxb3 a6 9 Ba3 Nbd7 10 Nc3 Qb6 
11 d4 e6 12 Bxf8 Kxfs (Plaskett—I. Ivanov, Brighton 1983) when White’s most 
agpressive continuation is 13 Qa3t! Kg8 (13...b4 14 a5 bxa3 15 axbé) 
14 Qd6 - (Plaskett). 


(g) (A) 10 b3 Bg7 11 Bb2 cxb3 12 axb3 0-0 =, Salov—Beliavsky, USSR Chp. 1987. 
(B) 10 Re1 Nfd7 11 b3 Bg7 12 Bb2 Bxb2 13 Qxb2 0-0 14 bxc4 Ne5 15 d4 Nexc4 
16 Nxc4 Nxc4 17 Qc3 Nd6 =, Salov—Torre, Leningrad 1987. 
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(h) Most aggressive is 5 d4, transposing into the main line Catalan. That is too 
theoretical for many players. 


(i) 6... b6 7 Bb2 Bb7 8 e3 Nbd77! 9 Nc3 Ne4 10 Ne2 a5 11 d3 B£6 12 Qc2 Bxb2 
13 Qxb2 Nd6 14 cxd5 Bxd5 15 d4 +, Kasparov—Karpov, World Chp. 1987. 


(j) 7 cxd5 exd5 8 Bb2 (8 d4 is an equal line from the Tarrasch Defense) 8... d4 
9 Na3 Nc6 10 e3 Bg4 11 h3 Bf5 12 exd4 cxd4 13 Rei Qd7 14 Nc4 Be4 15 d3 
Bxf3 16 Qxf3 Bb4 =, Larsen—Tal, Niksié 1983. 


(k) White gets a good reversed Benoni after 8...d4 9 exd4 cxd4 10 Re1 Re8 
11 d3 Be5 12 a3 a5 13 Nbd2 e5 14 Ng5 Bg4 15 Bf3 Bxf3 16 Qxf3 +, 
Miles—Geller, Lone Pine 1981. 


() 9 Qe2 Bb7 10 Rd1 Qe7 11 Nc3 Rad8 12 cxd5 exd5 leaves chances for both 
sides, but if 12... Nxd5?! 13 Nxd5 Rxd5 14 d4! cxd4 15 Nxd4 Nxd4 16 Bxd4 
White is better, Vaganian—Karpov, USSR Chp. 1971. 


(m) 10 d3 (10 cxd5 Nxd5 11 Nxd5 exd5! =) 10... dxc4 11 bxc4 a6 12 Qc2 Qc7 
13 Rabi Rab8 14 Ba1 Na7 15 Rfc1 Rfc8 =, Vaganian—Tal, Yerevan 1980. 


(n).5 Na3?! Bxa3 6 bxa3 b5 7 Rb1 a6 8 a4 Bb7! 9 enn Be4 +, Smyslov— 
Sveshnikov, USSR Chp. 1976. ‘ 


(o) 5... Bd7 6 Qxc4 Bc6 7 0-0 Nbd7 8 Qc2 e5 9 Nc3 Bcd 10 d3 0-0 11 e4 Re8 
12 Be3 Qe7 13 Rac1 +, Smyslov—Suetin, USSR Chp. 1952. 


(p) 10 dxc5 Bxc5 11 Bg5 b5 with chances for both sides, Gheorghiu—Tukmakov, 
Lenk 1992. 


(q) On 4... dxc4 White regains the pawn with advantage after 5 Na3 Be6 6 Qc2. 


(rt) 6... Qb6 7 Qxb6 axb6 8 Nc3 e6 9 d3 Nc6 10 Nb5 Bb4t 11 Bd2 Ke7 12 Nfd4 
Bxd2t 13 Kxd2 Bg6 14 f4 with an endgame edge, Portisch-Smyslov, Wijk aan 
Zee 1974. 


(s) 10 0-0 0-0 11 Rac1 + Qd77! 12 e4! dxe4 13 dxe4 Nxe4 14 Nxe4 Bxe4 15 Ne5 
Nxe5 16 Bxe4 Nc6 17 Rfd1 Qc8 18 Qa4 +, Barcza~Smyslov, Moscow 1956. 


(t) 4... Nf6 5 cxd5 cxd5 6 Ne5 Bc8 7 0-0 e6 8 Nc3 Be7 9 d4 0-0 10 Bf4 3, 
Smyslov—Darga, Amsterdam 1964. 


(u) Equally good is 5... exd5 (not 5... cxd5? 6 Qa4t) 6 0-0 Nf6 7 d3 Nbd7 8 h3 
Bxf3 9 Bxf3 Bc5 with equal chances. The column is Larsen—Ivkov, Bled 1965. 


KING’S INDIAN ATTACK 


1 Nf3, 2 83, 3 Bg2, 4 0-0 5 d3, 6 Nbd2, 7 e4 


Aa 
an etatn 
ae o_o 


i OA a 


"eo e202 4 
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HE Kinc’s INDIAN Atracx is not, strictly speaking, an opening, but a 
path for White to follow regardless of Black’s opening moves. As 

the setup is a compact structure on White’s side of the board, Black 
cannot prevent it without unreasonable play. The one exception to this 
may be 1... £5, when White does better to transpose into a Dutch Defense 
or English Opening (see column 12, note [o]). 

The King’s Indian Attack is a creature of modern times. It was popu- 
larized in the United States by Evans and Fischer, although now it is seldom 
used by grandmasters and appeals to players with no time to study involved 
openings. It can arise from the French Defense (1 e4 e6 2 d3 d5 3 Nbd2 Nf6 
4 g3, etc.), the Caro-Kann Defense (1 e4 c6 2 d3 d5 3 Nbd2, etc.), or the Si- 
cilian Defense (1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 e6 3 d3 d5 4 Nbd2 and 5 g3, 6 Bg2, 7 0-0). 

Columns 1—6 consider the natural response 1. . . d5. Column 1 is the 
main line, if one can speak of a main line in this opening. White obtains 
kingside chances and Black queenside chances. Attacking players will 
prefer White’s game. In columns 2—3 Black plays 2... c6 and avoids di- 
viding the board into kingside vs. queenside. Columns 4—5 are like a 
ee Indian Defense Reversed, although Black chooses the restrained 
4...e6 in column 4. Black exchanges in the center with . . . dxe4 in col- 
umn 6, a safe continuation. 

Responses other than d5 are covered in columns 7-12. 1...cdisa 
good response (columns 7-10), but players with Black must be willing to 
play the Sicilian Defense after 2 e4, or the Symmetrical English after 2 c4. 
Against the King’s Indian Attack 1... c5 has the advantage over 1... d5 
that Black can place his d-pawn on d6 and play systems akin to the Closed 
Sicilian, where White’s knight is passively placed on d2. Black simply 
copies White’s moves in the amusing column 11. Column 12 is a reversed 
Pirc Defense. 
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KING’S INDIAN ATTACK 


1 Nf d5 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
Do: BB voor classeitm rua cea sluneu tailed tuetueuiatestauenasanedearesenene d3 
Nf 6 .......... CO seins dBi ccasaaacnasness c5(j) Nf6é 
3. Bg2 Bg2 Bg2 Nbd2 
c5(a) Bf5 .....eaeee Bg4 Nc6 e6 
4 0-0 0-0 0-0(g) 0-0(k) e4(q) 
Nc6 Nf6 Nf6 OG eeiacdinvas e5 Nc6 
5 d3 d3 d3 d3 d3(o) g3 
e6(b) e6 e6 Bdé(1) Be7 dxe4 
6 Nbd2 Nbd2(e) Qe1(h) Nbd2 Nbd2 dxe4 
Be7 hé Nbd7 Nge7 Nf6é e5 
7 4 Qei e4 e4 e4 Bg2 
0-0(c) Bh7 dxe4 0-0 d4 Bc5 
8 Rel 04 dxe4 Re1(m) Nc4 0-0 
b5(d) Be7(f) e5(i) Bc7(n) Nd7(p) 0-0(r) 


(a) An interesting but seldom-seen plan is 3...b6 4 0-0 Bb7 5 d3 e6 6 Nbd2 
Nbd7 7 Re! Bc5!?, Portisch—Karpov, Moscow 1977. 


(b) (A) 5... e5 can transpose into column 5. (B) 5 ...g6 can transpose into col- 
umn 9. (C) 5... Bf5 and (D) 5... Bg4 are playable, but not so safe as columns 
2 and 3. 


(c) 7...Qc7 8 Re1 b6 9 e5 Nd7 10 Qe2 Bb7 11 c4 (too slow is 11 c3 0-0-0 12 d4 
h6é! 13 h4 Rdg8! with ...g5 coming) 11... dxc4 (11 ...d4 may be better) 
12 Nxc4 b5 13 Nd6t! Bxd6 14 exd6 Qxd6 15 Bf4 Qe7 16 d4 with a promising 
attack, Schlenker—Lovass, Kecskemet 1986. 


(d) 9 e&5 Nd7 10 Nf1 a5 11 h4 b4 12 Nih2 Ba6 13 Bf4 a4 with chances for both 
sides, but White’s kingside play is more dangerous, Urban—Uhlmann, Ger- 
many 1990. 


(e) White need not play only for the kingside: 6 b3 Be7 7 Bb2 0-0 8 Nbd2 hé 9 e3 
a5 10 a3 Bh7 11 Qe2 Qbé =, Haugli—Tisdall, Gausdal 1983. 


(f) 9 e5 Nfd7 10 Qe2 c5! 11 Re1 Nc6 12 Nf1 g5 13 h3 Qc7 14 a3 0-0-0 with equal 
chances, Vaganian—Beliavsky, USSR 1983. 


(g) 4b3 Nd7 5 Bb2 Ngf6 6 0-0 e6 7 d3 Bc5 8 Nbd2 0-0 9 e4 dxe4 10 dxe4 e5 11 h3 
Bxf3 12 Qxf3 Qe7 13 Rad1 b5 is about equal, Ribli-Tal, Montpellier 1985. 


(h) In the first game of his 1997 match with Deep Blue, Kasparov choose the plan 
6 b3 Nbd7 7 Bb2 Bdé 8 Nbd2 0-0 9 h3 Bh5 10 e3!? h6. The position is objec- 
tively equal, but it is difficult for a computer to form a plan here, so Kasparov 
was able to win in 45 moves. 
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(i) 9 Nbd2 Bc5 10 Nc4 Qe7 11 Ne3 h5!? 12 a3 0-0-0 =, Korchnoi—Flear, Lugano 
1986, 


(i) Moves such as 2... Nd7 and 2... g6 usually transpose into other columns. 
2...Nc6 allows a Queen’s Pawn opening after 3 d4, or transposes into a Pirc 
reversed after 3 Bg2 e5 4 d3. 


(k) A more active option is 4 d4, niaking the game a reversed Griinfeld. 
(1) 5... Nf6 transposes into column 1. 


(m) 8 Nh4 f5! stops the kingside attack. After 9 f4.b5 10 exf5 exf5 11 Ndf3 b4 12 c4 
d4 there are chances for both sides, Meier—Binsch, Berlin 1992. 


(n) 9 c3 b6 10 Nf1 dxe4 11 dxe4 Qxd1 12 Rxd1 Ba6 =, Torre—Barlov, St. John 1988. 


(o) White can play a reversed Benoni with 5 c4 d4 6 d3 Nf6 (or 6... Bd6 and 
... Nge7) 7 e3 Be7 8 exd4 and either 8... cxd4 or the safe 8... exd4 gives 
Black fully equal chances. 


(p) 9 a4 0-0 10 Bh3!? Qc7 11 Nfd2 Nbé 12 Bxc8 Qxc8 13 f4 exf4 14 pxf4 £5 =, 
Rizzitano—Dlugy, New York 1983. Various reversed King’s Indian positions 
offer roughly equal chances. 


(q) This position is often reached from a French Defense: 1 e4 e6 2 d3 d5 3 Nd2 
Nf6 4 Nef3. Black can play 4 . .. c5, transposing into column 1, but 4... Nc6 
-is a handy alternative. 


(r) 9 c3 a5! 10 Qc2 Be6 11 Ng5 Bd7 =, Csom—Fuchs, Berlin 1968. 
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KING’S INDIAN ATTACK 


1 Nf 
7 8 9 10 11 12 
: eee CO recs eliseecadshen tiavusededdcasdiusueat oes e Madeales eed Nf6.........5 g6(o) 
2 gs g3 gs 
Nc6 g6 Bg7 
3 Bg2 Bg2 Bg2 
ee g6 Bg7 e5 
4 0-0 0-0(d) 0-0 d3 
Nf6 Bg7 0-0 d5 
5 d3(a) d3 d3 0-0 
Be7 dG sepia Nf6 .........5 e6 d6 Ne7 
6 e4 e4(e) e4 e4 e4 c3 
0-0 e5 d6(h) Nge7 e5(1) Nbc6é 
7 Nbd2(b) c3 Nc3 Rel Nbd2 e4 
d6 Nge7 Bg4 d5(j) Nbd7 0-0 
8 co a3(f) h3 Nbd2 Ne1(m) Nbd2 
e5(c) 0-0(g) Bxf3(i) b6(k) Ne8(n) b6(p) 


(a) White’s most ambitious plan is 5 c4, transposing into the English Opening. 
He/she must then be ready for 5 . . . d5, when 6 cxd5 exd5 7 d4 becomes a Tar- 
rasch Defense. 


(b) After 7 Nc3 d5! White’s queen’s knight is misplaced, so 8 exd5 Nxd5 9 Nxd5 
Qxd5 = may be best. 
(c) 9 Nc4 h6 10 a4 Be6 =. 


(d) 43 e5 5 d4cxd4 6 cxd4 e4 7 Ned d5 8 Qa4 Bg7 9 Nxc6 Qd7 =, Romanishin- 
Velimirovié, Sarajevo 1984. 


(e) The King’s Indian Attack move, but transposing into the English Opening 
with 6 c4 is more principled. 


(f) 8 Nbd2?! hé and ...f5 allows Black an easy initiative on the kingside with 
little counterplay for White. 

(g) 9 b4 Qd7 10 b5 Nd8 11 a4 a6 12 Na3 axb5 13 axb5 Ne6 with chances for both 
sides, Dzindzichashvili—Wolff, New York 1992. 


(h) 6...d5 7 Ndb2 0-0 8 exd5 Nxd5 9Nc4e5 10 Re1 Re8 11 a4h6 is another re- 
versed King’s Indian Defense. Chances are roughly equal, but Black must be- 
ware of tactics. 


(i) 9 Bxf3 Rb8 10 a4 a6 11 Bg2 0-0 12 Bg5 b5 =, Appleberry—Collas, Budapest 
1996. White’s bishop pair is no advantage in this closed position. 
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() 7...d6'8 c3 0-07! (8...e5!) 9 d4 cxd4 10 cxd4 d5 11 &5 Bd7 12 Nc3 +, 
Fischer—Panno, Buenos Aires 1970. 


(k) 9 Nf1 Bb7 10 c3 h6 11 Rb1 dxe4 12 dxe4 Qxd1 with an equal endgame, 
Kasparov—Bonin (simul), New York 1992. 


()) Black can transpose into-column 9 with 6 ...c5, which gives him fully equal 
chances. Column 11 considers Black copying White's strategy. 


(m) On 8 Nh4 Black should not continue 8... Nh5? 9 Nf5! +, but 8... Ne8, when 
9 f4? exf4 would win a pawn. 


(n) 9 £4 exf4 10 gxf4 f5 and White’s extra tempo gives him only a tiny initiative, 
Mironov—Balan, Moscow 1992. 


(o) Players of the Dutch Defense will be happy with 1... {5 against the King’s In- 
dian Attack, e.g., 1 Nf3 f5 2 g3 Nf6 3 Bg2 do 4 0-0 g6 5 d3 Bg7 6 Nbd2?! 0-0 
7 e4 e5 F. White should play 6 c4 with a type of English-Dutch if one doesn’t 
wish to play a normal Dutch Defense with 2 d4. 


(p) 9 Re1 Bb7 10 exd5 Nxd5 11 Nc4 Re8 12 Qb3 Qd7 13 Bd2 PRad8 =, Benjamin— 
Bisguier, Lone Pine 1981. The position is a reversed Pirc Defense. 


LARSEN’S OPENING 


1b3 


TUE 
ae 


8 

HIS OPENING TAKES ITS NAME from the colorful and charismatic Dane, 

Bent Larsen, who frequently employed the opening in the second 

half of the twentieth century. It was also a pet line of Nimzovich’s, 

who began with 1 Nf3 d5 2 b3 (this is covered by transposition in columns 

3-4). Its oldest known advocate is the Rev. Owen from the nineteenth cen- 

tury, but today it has no champion, reflecting the offbeat nature of the 
opening or the practical nature of the times. 

Columns 1—2 consider the classic response 1... e5. Black can play 

to develop quickly with 2...Nc6 in column 1, or to bolster e5 with 

.. 46 (column 2).1...d5 2 Nf3 (columns 3-4) is the Nimzovich Attack, 

though White should consider 2 f4, transposing into Bird’s Opening. 

2... Bg4 (column 3) is a somewhat odd-looking though decent continua- 

tion, while 2...c5 is a reversed Nimzo/Queen’s Indian. Column 5 

(1... Nf6) and column 6 (1...b6) are less common, but respectable 

moves. 
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LARSEN’S OPENING 


1b3 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
eee OD Swisaneseete dik Eeleies OD tisacevaicakidvesnaaenecs Nf6 ........55 b6(m) 
2 Bb2 Nf3 Bb2 Bb2 
Nc6.......... dé(d) Bg4 ..csseeeee c5 g6 Bb7 
3 e3(a) e3(e) Bb2 e3(i) e4(k) £4 
d5 Nf6 Nf6 Nf6 d6 e6(n) 
4 Bb5 c4 e3 Bb2 g3 e3 
Bd6 g6 e6 e6 Bg7 Nié 
5 Nf3 Nf3 h3 Bb5t Bg2 Nfs 
Qe7(b) Nc6 Bh5(g) Nbd7 0-0 c5(o) 
6 c4 d4 d3 c4 Ne2 Bd3 
Nf6é Bg7 Nbd7(h) dxc4 e5 Nc6 
7 c5 dxe5 Nbd2 bxc4. 0-0 0-0 
Bxc5 Nd7(f)} c6 Be7 c5 Qc7 
8 Nxe5 Nc3 Be2 0-0 d3 Nc3 
0-0!(c) dxe5 = = 0-0(j) Nc6(1) a6(p) 


(a) 3 c4 Nf6 4 e3 (4 Nf3?! e4 5 Nd4 Bc5 6 Nxc6 dxc6 7 e3 Bf5 +, Larsen—Spassky, 
USSR vs. Rest of the World, 1970) 4... d5!? 5 cxd5 Nxd5 6 a3 Bd6 7 Qc2 0-0 
8 Nf3 Qe7 9 Bd3 Kh8 =, Petrosian—Balashov, USSR 1978. 


(b) 5... f6 6d4e4 7 Nfd2 a6 8 Be2 Nce7 9c4c6 10 Ba3 +, Spraggett—Petit, Paris 
1991. 


(c) 9 Bxc6 (9 Nxc6 bxc6 10 Bxc6 Rb8 leaves Black good play for the pawn) 
9... bxc6 10 Qc2 Bb7 11 0-0 Rae8 with chances for both sides, Piasetski- 
Petursson, Manila Int. 1990. 


(d) 2... £67! 3 e4! (playing for the light-square weaknesses) 3... Bc5 4 Bc4 Ne7 
5 Nf3 planning d2-d4 is very nice for White. 


(e) 3 g3 Nf6 4 Bg2 Nc6 5 c4 g6 6 Nf3 Bg7 7 d4 exd4 8 Qxd4 0-0 9 Nc3 Re8 10 Nd5 
Nh5 =, Akessson—Ernst, Gothenburg 2004. 


(f) 7...Ng4?! 8 Nc3 Ngxe5 9 Nxe5 Bxe5 10 Be2 0-0 11 Qd2 Bes 12 0-0 Qe7 13 f4 
Bg7 14 Bf3 f 15 Nd5 +, Timman—Padevsky, Amsterdam 1972, The column is 
Ljubojevié-Savon, Wijk aan Zee 1972. 


(g) 5... Bxf3 6 Qxf3 Nbd7 7 g3!? Bd6 8 Bg? 0-0 9 0-0 bs 10 Qe2 c6 with equal 
chances, Karlson—Sunye, Las Palmas Int. 1982. 


(h) 6... c5 is not bad: 7 g4 Bg6 8 Ne5 Nbd7 9 Nxg6 hxg6 10 Bg2 Qb6 -, Korchnoi-— 
Mecking, match 1974. The column is Dzindzichashvili—Alburt, U.S. Chp. 
1983. 
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(i) A famous mistake is 3 Bb2?! £6! 4 c4 d4 5 d3 e5 6 63 Ne7 7 Be2 Nec6 8 Nbd2 
Be7 9 0-0 0-0 10 e4 a6 11 Ne1 b5 +, Petrosian—Fischer, match 1971. 


(j) 9 Ba4 b6 10 Qe2 Bb7 11 Rd1 Qc7 12 h3 Rfd8 13 d3 Nfé with chances for both 
sides in an unusual position, Speelman—Ilescas, Spain 1996. 


(k) (A) 3 g4!? Bg7 4 g5 Nh5 5 Bxg7 Nxg7 6 Qcl 0-0 is unclear, Kholmov— 
Oplachkin, Kirgiz 1966. (B) 3 Nf3 Bg7 4 g3 0-0 5 Bg2 d6 6 d4 e5 7 dxed Ng4 
8 h3 Nxe5 9 Nxe5 dxe5?! 10 Qxd8 Rxd8 11 Nd2 and 12 0-0-0 +, Smyslov— 
Polugaevsky, Palma de Mallorca Int. 1970. (C) Other moves such as 3 c4, 3 d4, 
3 f4, and 3 g3 can transpose into other openings. 


(1) 9 Nxd4 Bg4 10 Qd2 Qd7 11 Re1 Nxd4 12 Bxd4 Bh3 =, Minasian—Renet, Paris 
1994. 


(m) 1... c5 is also a good response if Black is willing to play English Opening po- 
sitions after 2 c4. Korchnoi—de Firmian, New York 1996 saw 1... c5 2 Nf3 dé 
3 g3!? e5 4 d3 g6! 5 Bg2 Bg7 6 Bb2 Ncé6 7 c4 Nge7 8 Nc3 0-0 9 0-0 Rb8 10 e3 a6 
11 Ne2 b5 with a more-comfortable game for Black. 


(n) 3... f5 4 e3 Nf6 (4... e6 5 Qh5t g6 6 Qh3 Nf6 7 Be2 Bg7 8 Bf3 , Soltis) 
5 Bxf6! exf6 6 Nf3 Be7 7 Nc3 g6 8 h3! planning an eventual g4 with advantage, 
Larsen—Colon, San Juan 1969. 


(o) 5... Be7 6 Be2 0-0 7 0-0 a5 8 Nc3 Na6is also roughly equal, Nurmi—Speelman, 
Mexico 1978. 


(p) 9 a3 d5 10 Nez b5 11 Bxf6!? gxf6 with chances for both sides, Larsen—Wade, 
Hastings 1972/73. 


BIRD’S OPENING 


1 f4 


Cys 
i“ 


HE ENGLISH MASTER H.E. Brrp demonstrated the aggressive potential of 
this opening in the second half of the nineteenth century. Tar- 
takower revived it, Nimzovich won several beautiful games with it 
in the 1920s, and later Larsen and Soltis added it to their opening reper- 
toire. It is rarely seen in modern times, but it could be due for a revival 
soon. While Black experiences no great theoretical difficulties in equaliz- 
ing, there is nothing wrong with White’s unusual strategy of dark-square 
control, and surprise value should count for something. 
1...d5 (columns 1-3) has been the classical response to Bird’s 
Opening. The game becomes a Dutch Defense Reversed. When White ob- 
tains strong control of e5 he should have the advantage. Columns 4-5 is 
the entertaining From’s Gambit. White has the option of transposing into 
the King’s Gambit with 2 e4, but the honorable acceptance of the gambit 
leads to tactical situations. Column 6 is not highlighted by theory, but it is 
the professional’s response to the Bird’s Opening, controlling e5 with 
... d6 and minimizing risk. 
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BIRD’S OPENING 


1 f4 
1 2 3 4 5 6 
Andee WD ents dated gadedenceigs Fodvewusacatistenes e5 .... (From’s Gambit) c5(q) 
2 Nf fxe5(j) Nf3 
Nf6é dé Nf6é 
3 OO ces cyeeeedé ctecadees ences g3 exd6 e3 
(ets) (:) g6 c5(g) Bxd6 g6 
4 »b3 b3(d) Bg2 Nf3 b3 
Nc6(b) Bg7 Nc6 g5(k) Bg7 
5 Bbs! Bb2 0-0 d4 veeceseees g3 Bb2 
Bd7 0-0 g6 g4 gA 0-0 
6 Bb2 Bez d3 Nga(l) Nh4 Be2 
e6 c5(e) Bg7 £5(m) Ne7 Nc6 
7 0-0 0-0 c3(h) e4 d4 0-0 
Be7 Nc6 0-0 h6 Ng6é dé(r) 
8 d3 Ne5 Qc2 e5 Nxg6(o) a4 
0-0(c) Qc7(f) da(i) Be7(n) hxg6(p) a6 = 


(a) 3... Bg4 allows White an edge after 4 h3 Bxf3 5 Qxf3 Nbd7 6 Nc3 e6 7 g4 Bb4 
8 g5 Bxc3 9 bxc3 Ne4 10 d3! Nd6 11 c4, Nimzovich-Kmoch, Kecskemet 1927. 


(b) (A) 4...a6 5 Bb2 e6 6 Be2 Be7 7 0-0 Nc6 8 Ned Qc7 9 d3 0-0 10 Nd2 +, 
Bird—Tarrasch, Manchester 1890. (B) 4...e6 5 Bb2 Be7 6 Ne5! Nbd7 7 Qf3 
0-0 8 Bd3 Nxed5 9 fxe5 Ne8 10 0-0 with pressure on the kingside. 


(c) 9 Bxc6 Bxc6 10 Ned Rc8 11 Nd2 Nd7 12 Qe4! Nxe5 13 Bxe5 Bf6 14 Rf3 Bxed 
(14... Qe7 15 Raf1 a5 16 Rg3 Bxe5 17 fxe5 f5 18 exf6 Rxf6 19 Qxg7t! +. 
Fischer—Mecking, Palma de Mallorca Int. 1970) 15 fxe5 Qc7 16 Qh5 hé?! 
(16...Be8 +) 17 Rafl g6 18 Qxh6 Qxe5 19 Rf6 +, Nimzovich—-Spielmann, 
New York 1927. 


(d) Dutch Defense reversed variations include: (A) 4 d4 Bg7 5 Bd3 0-0 6 Nbd2 c5 
7 c3 b6 8 Qe2 Bb7 9 0-0 Ne4 =, Tartakower—Teichmann, Teplice Schonau, 
1922. (B) 4 Be2 Bg7 5 0-0 0-0 6 d3 c5 7 Qel Nc6 8 c3 Re8 9 Qg3 eb! =. 


(e) Black may do better with 6 ...b6 7 0-0 Bb7 8 Ne5 Nbd7 9 Bf3 Nxe5 10 fxe5 
Nd7 11 d4 f6 . 


(f) 9 Nc3 a6 10 Nxc6 Qxc6 11 Bf3 and White has the more comfortable position, 
Pirc—Golombek, Bognor Regis 1956. 


(g) The position becomes a Leningrad Dutch reversed. Interesting is 3... e6 
4 Bg2 Bc5!? 5 e3 Nbd7 6 b3 b6 7 Bb2 Bb7 8 Qe2 Qe7 =, Kan—Leverett, Hong 
Kong 1981. 


(hb) 7 Nc3 d4 8 Na4 Nd7 9 c4 Qc7 10 b4 Rd8 =, Horvath—Farago, Hungarian Chp. 
1976. Other ideas are 7 Qel or 7 €3. 


(i) 9 Na3 Nd5 10 Bd2 Bf5 11 Nc4 Re8 12 a4 Qd7 =, Gerzadowicz—Eckert, corr. 
1985-87. 


(j) Many players will decline the pawn and gambit one themselves with 2 e4, 
transposing into the King’s Gambit. 


(k) 4... Nf6 with: (A) 5 g3 h5?! (5... Nc6 6 Bg2 Bg4 7 d3 0-0 8 0-0 +) 6 d4 h4 
7 gxh4! Ne4 8 Qd3 BfS 9 Bh3! Bg6 10 Rgi Qe7 11 Rxg6! fxg6 12 Nc3 +, 
Tartakower—Prins, Zandvoort 1936. (B) 5 d4 Ng4 6 Qd3 c5 7 Nc3 cxd4 8 Qxd4 
0-0 9 Bg5 +, Heemsoth—Réothgen, corr. 1961-62. 


(1) 6 Ne5 Bxe5 7 dxe5 Qxd1t 8 Kxd1 Nc6 is an equal ending. 


(m) 6...Qe7 7 Qd3 f5 8 h3 Nc6 (8... g3 9 Nc3! Nf6 10 e4!—Soltis) 9 hxg4 Nfé 
10 c3 Ne4 11 Nxe4 fxe4 12 Qe3 Bxg4 13 Nd2 Bf5 14 Nc4 +, R6éthgen—Cording, 
corr. 1961-62. 


(n) 9 Nh3 gxh3 10 Qh5t Kf 11 Bc4 Rh7! (11... Qe8 12 Qxh3 Qg6 13 0-0 Nc6 
14 c3 with good compensation), now 12 Be3 is unclear, but not 12 Qg6? Bb4t! 
13 Ke2 (13 c3 Qh4t) 13 ... Rg7 14 Bxhé Nxh6 15 Qxh6 Qg5 +. Black can also 
try 8... Bxe5 9 dxe5 Qxd1t 10 Kxd1 hxg5 11 Bxg5 Rh5 (11 ... Be6 12 Nc3) 
12 h4 gxh3 13 Bf4-+ (Soltis). 


(0) 8 Ng2 Nc6 9 c3 h5 10 e4 h4 11 e5 Be7 12 Rgl hxg3 13 hxg3 Rh2 =, Larsen— 
Zuidema, Beverwijk 1964. 


(p) 9 Qd3 Nc6 10 c3 Bf5 11 64 Qe7 12 Bg2 0-0-0 13 0-07! (13 Bf4 ~) 13... Ne5! 
14 Qd1 Nf3t 15 Bxf3 gxf3 16 Qxf3 Rxh2! with a strong attack for the material, 
Antoshin—Panchenko, Leningrad-Moscow 1983. 


(q) Moves suchas1...Nf6,1...g6,and 1...d6 may transpose into the Closed 
Sicilian or Pirc Defense. After 1. ..c5 White can play the f4 attack against the 
Sicilian with 2 e4, In the column White plays the Bird strategy. 


(r) This move, more restrained than 7... d5, eliminates Black’s problem with 
the e5 square, ensuring equal chances. 


MISCELLANEOUS FLANK OPENINGS 


OMETIMES A PLAYER WILL HAVE a special opening with his or her pet 
move. This is often a first move on the flank since the more inter- 

active central moves lead quickly to charted territory. Other times 
a player will start with one of the flank openings, but be willing to trans- 
pose into a more mainstream opening when it suits their taste. A third rea- 
son to play these openings is to follow one of your main defense strategies 
with the Black pieces so that you know the strategy. While this may not be 
the most forcing continuation with White, at least you will not get into 
trouble. These Miscellaneous Flank Openings are not theoretically criti- 
cal, but they have practical, surprise, and entertainment value. 

Column 1 is a Griinfeld Defense Reversed. Black is all right as long as 
he doesn’t decide to play as if he had an extra tempo. Some players with 
Black will simply follow White’s strategy in the Griinfeld and have trou- 
bles. Column 2 is a Queen’s Indian Reversed, which allows many possi- 
bilities for both sides. Column 3 is theoretically important, as Black plays 
to prevent c4 with...b5. White seems to gain a slight initiative. The 
King’s Fianchetto Opening, 1 g3, is seen in columns 4—6. This can, and 
usually does, transpose into almost any other opening in which White fi- 
anchettos his king’s bishop. Columns 4-6 give only variations in which 
the move order beginning with 1 g3 is the most natural or most common. 

Columns 7-12 cover flank openings that are high on entertainment 
value. Columns 7-8 is the original (perhaps insane is a better word) Grob’s 
Attack, 1 g4. This has also been known as the “Spike,” which is an apt de- 
scription of the kingside thrust. The opening gains its name from countless 
postal games by Henri Grob against readers of his Swiss newspaper col- 
umn. The Queen’s Knight Attack, 1 Nc3 (columns 9—10), could transpose 
into the Vienna Game after 1... e5 2 e4, but White usually seeks unknown 
lines. 1 b4 is the most theoretically important of the Flank Openings. 
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MISCELLANEOUS FLANK OPENINGS 


1 2 3 4 5 6 

T.  - ONES orca vccccadevededacdibuaw esos .....g3 (King’s Fianchetto Opening) 
O56 selasd tiseeiaia canis Nf6(h) Ci cecve eis: BG vccasssveics Nf6é 

Ze PB ectsareasves c4 g3 d3 Bg2 Bg2 
c5 e6 bs(i) d5 Bg7 g6 

3. Bg2 b3 Bg2(j) Bg2 Nc3 e4! 
Nc6 Nf6 Bb7 Nf6 c5(p) d6 

4 d4 Bb2 0-0(k) Nf3 d3 d4 
Nf6(a) Be7 e6 Nc6 Nc6 Bg7 

5 0-0 e3(e) c3 0-0(m) Nf Ne2 
Bg4(b) 0-0 c5 Be7 e6 0-0 

6 dxc5(c) Be2(f) d3 c3 0-0 0-0 
e5 c5 Be7 a5(n) d5 e5(r) 

7 c4 0-0 Qb3 Nbd2 a3 Nbc3 
Bxc5 Nc6é Qbé 0-0 Nge7 c6 

8 cxd5 cxd5 a4 e4 Rb1 a4 


Qxd5(d)  Nxd5(g)  bxa4(l) dxe4(o) 0-0(q) Nbd7(s) 


(a) The column is a Griinfeld Defense Reversed. If Black plays as in the Exchange 
Variation he gets into trouble—4 . . .cxd4 5 Nxd4 Nf6 6 0-0 e5 7 Nxc6 bxc6 
8 c4 Be6 9 Nc3 Qd7 10 Qa4 Rc8 11 cxd5 exd5 12 Qxd7+ Kxd7 13 Rd1 d4 14 
e3 +, Velikovié—Grom, Finkenstein 1992. 


(b) (A) 5...e6 6 c4 dxc4 is a Catalan, while 6...Be7 may transpose into an 
English Opening or into a Queen’s Gambit Declined, Tarrasch Defense. 
(B) 5... Bf5 6 c4 dxc4 7 Qa4 Nd7 8 dxc5 e6 9 Qxc4 Bxc5 10 Nc3 Rc8 
11 Rd1 +, Dzindzichashvili—Ljubojevié, Thessaloniki Ol. 1984. 


(c) 6 Ne5 cxd4 7 Nxg4 Nxg4 8 e3 Nf6 9 exd4 e6 10 Be3 Be7 =, Ribli-Kapengut, 
Kecskemet 1972. 


(d) 9 Nc3 Qxd1 10 Rxd1 h6 11 Na4 Be7 12 Be3 e4 13 Nd4 Nxd4 14 Rxd4 Bxe2 
15 Nc3 Bf3 16 Nxe4 Bxg2 17 Kxg2 +, Petrosian—Sosonko, Las Palmas 1980. 


(e) 5 g3 is similar to column 9 of the Reti Opening. 


(f) 6 Nc3 c5 7 cxd5 Nxd5 8 Nxd5 Qxd5 9 Bc4 Qd8 10 0-0 Nc6 11 Qe2 Bfé 12 Bxfé 
Qxf6 13 Rac1 b6 14 Bb5 Ned =, Botvinnik—Levenfish, match 1937. 


(g) Dzindzichashvili—Beliavsky, Thessaloniki Ol. 1984, continued 9 a3, after 
which Black should play 9...b6 with an equal game. Instead 9...Qc7 10 
Nc3 Nxc3 11 Bxc3 e5 12 Qb1! a5 13 Qe4! Bf6 144 with an initiative for White. 
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(h) 1... 5 2 d4 is a Dutch Defense, but White can try the Lisitsin Gambit—2 e4!? 


fxe4 3 Ng5 Nf6 (3... d5! 4 d3 Qd6 5 dxe4 h6 6 Nf3 dxe4 +) 4 d3 e3 5 Bxe3 
Nc6 6 d4 e@5 oo, 


(i) 2... b6 3 Bg2 Bb7 4 d4 e6 5 c4 transposes into the Queen's Indian Defense. 


(j) 3 a4 b4 4 d3 Bb7 5 e4 d6 6 Bg2 Nbd7 7 0-0 e6 8 a5 Rb8 9 Nbd2 Be? 10 Nc4 
0-0 =, Petrosian—Spassky, World Chp. 1966. 


(k) 4 Na3!? a6 5 c4 b4 6 Ne2 c5 7 d4 cxd4 8 0-0 e6 9 Nexd4 Be7 10 Bf4 0-0 
11 Rel +, Vaganian-P. Popovié, Sarajevo 1987. 


(1) 9 Qxa4 0-0 10 Nbd2 d5 11 Ne5 with a small White edge, Gutman—Gallagher, 
England 1985. 


(m) 5 a3!? Be7 6 b4 e4 7 Nfd2 e3 8 fxe3 Ng4 9 Nf3 Bf6 10 d4 h5 with chances for 
both sides, Suttles—Miles, Vancouver 1981. , 


(n) 6...00 7 Qc2 Bf5 8 Nbd2 Qd7 9 e4 Bh3 10 Re1 Bxg2 11 Kxg2 Rfe8 12 b4 +, 
Dzindzichashvili—Ljubojevié, Tilburg 1985. 


(0) 9 dxe4 Be6 10 Qe2 Nd7 11 Nc4 f6 =, Leosson—Petursson, Iceland 1996. 


(p) 3...054d3Nc65f4d66Nf3 Nge7 7 0-0 0-0 8 e4 h6 9 Be3 Nd4 10 Qd2 Kh7 
is equal, Larsen—Panno, Palma de Mallorca 1969, 


(q) 9 Bd2 Rb8 10 b4 cxb4 11 axb4 b5 12 e4 a5 =, Larsen—Mecking, Palma de Mal- 
lorca 1969. : 


(r) 6... Nbd7 7 Nbc3 c6 8 a4 a5 9 b3! Re8 10 Ba3 Qc7 11 Qd2 e5 12 Radi exd4 
13 Nxd4 Nc5 14 £3 +, Benko—Tal, Curacao Candidates 1962. 


(s) 9 a5! exd4 10 Nxd4 Nc5 11 h3 Re8 12 Rel Nfd7 13 Be3 Qc7 14 f4 d, 


Benko-Fischer, Curagao Candidates 1962. The opening has transposed into a 
type of Pirc Defense. 


737 


MISCELLANEOUS FLANK OPENINGS 


7 8 9 10 11 12 
(Grob’s Attack) (Queen’s Knight 
_ Attack) 

1 B49 e steven vicsekvas vanes eters NGB ties oe ketivennensteny. b4(p) 
d5(a) Cc epee c5(1) OD. c one sabade Nf6(s) 

2 Bg2.....ceeee h3 e4(i) Nf3(m) Bb2 Bb2(t) 
c6(b) e5 dxe4(j) Nc6 f6(q) eb! 

3 h3(c) Bg2 Nxe4 d4 e4!? b5 
h5 c6(f) e5 cxd4 Bxb4 b6 

4 5 d4 Nf3 Nxd4 Bc4 e3 
h4(d) e4 Nf6 g6 Ne7 Bb7 

5 e4 c4 Nc3 Be3(n) Qh5t Nf3 
dxe4 Bd6(g) Bg4 Bg7 Ng6 Be7 

6 Nc3 Nc3 Be2 "Nxc6- f4 Be2 
Qa5 Ne7 Nc6 bxc6 exf4 0-0 

7 Nxe4 Bg5 d3 Bd4 Nf3 0-0. 
Bf5(e) f6(h) Bb4(k) Nf6(o0} Qe7(r) d5!(u) 


(a) 1...e5! 2 h3 d5 transposes into column 8, but 2 Bg2?! h5 3 gxh5 Qes! 4 Bf3 
Qh4! 5 Nc3 Nf6 6 e4 Bcd 7 d4 Bxd4 8 Qe2 Bxc3t 9 bxc3 Rxh5 is very good for 
Black, Skembris—Mariotti, Budapest 1983. 


(b) (A) 2... Bxg4 3 c4 c6 4 Qb3 Qbé6 5 cxd5 Nf6 6 Nc3 Qxb3 7 axb3 cxd5 =, 
Vlassov—Ponomarov, Yalta 1995. (B) 2... e5 3 c4.c6 4 cxd5 cxd5 5 Qb3 Ne7 
6 Nc3 Nbc6 7 h3 Nd4 8 Qd1 a6 9 e3 Ndc6 10 d4 + (Grob). 


(c) (A) 3 c4 dxc4 4 b3 cxb3 5 Qxb3 e6 6 Nc3 Qbé6 =. (B) 3 g5 (the “Spike”) 
3... h6! 4 h4 hxg5 5 hxg5 Rxh1 6 Bxh1 Qdé 7 Nf3 Bg4 8 d3 e5 =. 


(d) Probably better is 4... e5 5d4e4 6 Nc3 Ne7 with chances for both sides. 


(e) 8 Nc3 e6 9 Be4 Nd7.10 Qe2 Bb4 11 Bxf5 Qxf5 12 Ne4 0-0-0 13 a3! Bf8 14 d3 
Kb8 15 Bd2 Ne7 16 Nf3 Ng6 17 0-0-0 +, Skembris—Gheorghiu, Skopje 1984. 


(f) 3...Nc6 4 c4 dxc4 5 Qa4 Nge7 6 Nf3 Ng6 7 Nc3 Be6 8 h4 Nfé4 is equal ac- 
cording to Harding, 


(g) 5... Na6 6 Nc3 Nc7 7 f3 f5 8 cxd5 cxd5 9 Qb3 Bd6 10 Kf Ne7 11 g5 Rb8 
12 h4 b5 13 Nh3 Bd7 =, Basman-King, British Chp. 1984. 


(h) 8 Bd2 0-0 9 Qb3 Kh8 10 Rc1 Na6 11 e3 £5 =, Basman—Kudrin, Manchester 1981. 
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(i) (A) 2 d4 Nf6 3 Bg5, see Veresov Attack, (B) 2 e3 e5 becomes a Van’t Kruijs. 


(j) 2...d43Nce2 e5 4 f4 exf4 5 Nxf4 Bd6 6 d3 Ne7 73 Ng6 8 Nxg6 hxg6 9 Qa4t 
Nc6 10 Nf3 Bg4 11 Bed f6 12 Bd2 Bg3t 13 hxg3 Rxh1 14 Nxd4 Qd7 =, 
Hector—Hiartarson, Reykjavik 1984. 


(k) 8 Bg5 0-0 9 0-0 Bxc3 10 bxc3 h6 =, Eising—Capelan, Solingen 1968. 


() (A) 1...e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 exd4 4 Nxd4 leaves White chances for the initia- 
' tive. (B) 1... £5? 2 e4 fxe4 3. d3 exd3 4 Bxd3 Nf6 5 g4! is a From’s Gambit re- 
versed, combined with an auspicious Grob’s Attack. 


(m) 2 d4 cxd4 3 Qxd4 Nc6 4 Qh4 g6 5 Bd2 Bg7 6 e4 d6 7 0-0-0 Be6 8 Nd5 Bxd5 
9 exd5 Qb6 is equal (Benjamin). 


(n) 5 Bf4?! d6! is good for Black. 5 e4 transposes into the Accelerated Dragon. 


(0) 8 Ne4 Rb8 9 Nxf6t Bxf6 10 Bxf6 exf6 11 Qd4 d5 12 0-0-0 Qe7 = (Korn). The 
Queen’s Knight Attack has also been known as the “Dunst Opening.” 


(p) Other unusual first moves are: (A) 1 a3, a waiting move employed by Adolf 
Anderssen in three match games with Morphy. On 1... e5 White can play c4 
with a reversed Sicilian, or English-type opening. Almost any reply by Black 
allows equal chances. (B) Saragossa’s 1 c3 is well met by 1... b6, or1...d5 
with a queen’s pawn game. (C) 1 e3 (the Van’t Kruijs) can be met by 1... 65 
2 Nc3 d5 3 d4 exd4 = (Blackburne, 1883). Moves such as 1 h3, 1 h4, 1 Na3 (the 
Durkin), or 1 Nh3 (the Paris Gambit) require no opening analysis. 


(q) (A) 2... Bxb4 3 Bxe5 Nf6 allows Black quick development while White has a 
stronger center due to his extra center pawn. Freimann—Shipman, National 
Open 2004, continued 4 Nf3 Nc6é 5 Bb2 d5 6 e3 0-0 7 Be2 Re& 8 0-0 Bg4 =. 
(B) 2... d6 and 3... g6 is another reasonable plan. 


(r) 8 Bb3 Nc6 9 Nc3 Bxc3 10 Bxc3 d6 11 Nh4 Bd7! +, Tawbeh-Soloman, Novi 
Sad Ol. 1990. 


(s) A curious line is 1... c6 2 Bb2 Qb6 3 a3 a5 4 c4 axb4 5 c5! Qc7 (5... Qxc5? 
6 axb4 wins) 6 axb4 Rxa1 7 Bxa1 though this is about equal, Nekrasov- 
Lyuborsky, USSR 1970. 


(t) 2 Nf3 (orrather 1 Nf3 Nf6 2 b4) constitutes “Santasiére’s Folly,” which he suc- 
cessfully practiced for decades in the mid-twentieth century. 


(u) 8 d3 c5 9 Nbd2 Nbd7 10 c4 Bd6 11 Rel Qc7 =, Miles—Ribli, London 1984, 


INDEX 


Abrahams-Noteboom Variation, 462, 
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Accelerated Dragon, 270-71, 284-89 
Accelerated Fianchetto, 676, 684—85 


Advance Variations 
Caro-Kann Defense, 173, 189-90 
French Defense, 198, 203-5 
Alapin’s Opening, 154-56 
Albin Counter Gambit, 507, 513-14 


Alekhine-Chatard Attack, 198, 206-8 


Alekhine’s Defense, 159-70 
Exchange Variation, 159, 165-66 
Four Pawns’ Attack, 160, 167-68 
Minor Variations, 169-70 
Modern Variation, 159, 161-64 
Two Pawns’ Attack, 160, 169 

Allgaier Gambit, 6 

Anti-Marshall Lines, 80, 93-95 

Anti-Meran Gambit, 461, 476-79 

Arkangel Variation, 56, 66-67 

Austrian Attack, 363, 365-68 

Averbakh System, 591, 618-19 


Barcza System, 719, 722-23 
Basman’s Defense, 384—86 
Bayonet Attack, 589, 596-98 
Becker Defense, 4 
Belgrade Gambit, 122, 127-28 
Benko Gambit, 663-71 
Accepted, 663, 665-66 
Declined, 663, 669-71 
Fianchetto Variation, 663, 667-68 
Benoni Defense, 649-62 
Czech Benoni, 652, 661-62 
Four Pawns’ Attack, 651, 659-60 
Knight’s Tour Variation, 651, 
657-58 
Main Line, 650, 653-54 
Old Main Line, 650-51, 655-56 
Taimanov Variation, 649, 651, 
659-60 
Unusual Benonis, 651, 661-62 


Berlin Defense, 43, 47-48 

Bird’s Defense, 43, 49-50 

Bird’s Opening, 732-734 

Bishops’s Opening, 147-50 

Blackmar-Diemer Gambit, 507, 
513-14 

Blumenfeld Counter Gambit, 651, 
661-62 

Bogo-Indian Defense, 582-87 

Boleslavsky Variation, 318, 328-29 

Breyer Variation, 80, 87-88 

Budapest Defense, 503-5 

Burn’s Variation, 199, 209-211 

Byrne Variation, 364, 371 


Cambridge Springs Variation, 389, 
390, 409-11 
Capablanca freeing maneuver, 390, 
393-95 
Carls’s “Bremen” System, 676, 
684-85 
Caro-Kann Defense, 171-96 
Advance Variation, 173, 189-90 
Exchange Variation, 173, 193-94 
Fantasy Variation, 173, 195-96 
hybrid Caro-Pirc, 173, 193-94 
lines without 2 d4, 173, 195-96 
Main Line, 172, 174-84 
Panov-Botvinnik Attack, 172, 
185-88 
Two Knights’ Variation, 173, 
191-92 
Catalan Opening, 517-35 
Closed Variation, 519, 532-35 
early alternatives, 518, 530-31 
‘Open Variation, 518, 520-29 
Center Counter Defense, 378-80 
Center Game, 151-53 
Center Variation (Ruy Lopez), 56, 
70-71 
Chigorin Variation (Ruy Lopez), 79, 
83-86 
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Chigorin’s Defense, 488-90 
Classical (Cordel) Defense (Ruy 
Lopez), 43, 45-46 
Classical Variations 
French Defense, 198, 206-8 
Griinfeld Defense, 632, 639-42 
King’s Indian Defense, 589, 
593-612 
Nimzo-Indian Defense, 537, 
540-46 
Pirc Defense, 363-64, 369-70 
Queen’s Gambit Declined (5 Bf4), 
391, 420—25 
Sicilian Defense, 318-35 
Sicilian Dragon, 270, 280-81 
Closed Defense (Ruy Lopez), 79-92 
Closed Variations 
English Opening, 676, 686-88 
Sicilian Defense, 346, 348-49 
Colle System, 506, 511 
Compromised Defense (Evans 
Gambit), 26-28 
Cordel Variation, 43, 45-46 
Counterthrust Variation, 56, 66—67 
Cozio Defense, 43, 49-50 
Czech Benoni, 661-62 


Damiano’s Defense, 156 
Danish Gambit, 141-43 
Dilworth Attack, 57, 72, 74 
Double Fianchetto Defense, 677, 
701-2 
Dragon Variation, 269-289 
Dunst Opening, 735, 738-39 
Dutch Defense, 493-502 
Ilyin-Zhenevsky System, 494, 
499-500 
Leningrad Variation, 493, 495-98 
minor variations, 501-2 
Staunton Gambit, 494, 501-2 


Stonewall Variation, 493, 499-500 


Elephant Gambit, 156 

English Attack (Najdorf Sicilian), 
246, 247, 248-49 

English Attack (Scheveningen 
Sicilian), 291, 300-301 


English Opening, 675-717 
Accelerated Fianchetto, 676, 
684-85 
Carls’s “Bremen” System, 676, 
684-85 : 
Closed Variation, 676, 686-88 
Double Fianchetto Defense, 677, 
701-2 
Four Knights’ Variation, 676, 
680-82 
Griinfeld English, 677, 701-2 
Hedgehog Defense, 678, 709-710 
Keres Defense, 678, 707-8 
Keres Variation, 676, 684—85 
King’s Indian English, 677, 
699-700 
Nimzo-Indian English, 677, 
695-96 
Queen's Indian English, 677, 
694-97 
Romanishin Variation, 701-2 
Rubinstein/Botvinnik Variation, 
679, 711-12 
Symmetrical Four Knights’ 
Variation, 678, 703-6 
Symmetrical Variation, 677, 
703-15 
Ultra-Symmetrical Variation, 679, 
713-15 , 
Englund Gambit, 507, 512 
Evans Gambit, 26-29 
Compromised Defense, 26-28 
declined, 26—29 
Half-Compromised Defense, 26-28 
Exchange Variation Deferred (Ruy 
Lopez), 56, 70-71 
Exchange Variations 
Alekhine’s Defense, 159-60, 
165-66 
Caro-Kann Defense, 173, 193-94 
French Defense, 201—202, 
242-43 
Griinfeld Defense, 632, 634-38 
Queen's Gambit Declined, 389, 
391, 415-19 
Ruy Lopez, 55, 58-59 
Slav, 462 
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Slav and Semi-Slav Defense, 
486-87 


f4 Attack, Sicilian Defense, 346—47, 
358-59 
Fajarowicz Variation, Budapest 
Defense, 503-5 
Falkbeer Counter Gambit, 4, 14-15 
Fantasy Variation (Caro-Kann 
Defense), 173, 193-94 
Fianchetto Line, 653-54 
Fianchetto Line (Benoni), 650, 
653-54 
Fianchetto Variations 
Benko Gambit, 663, 667-68 
King’s Indian Defense, 591, 
620-25 
Ruy Lopez, 80, 91-92 
Fischer Variation (Nimzo-Indian 
Defense), 538, 553-54 
Flank Openings, 735-739 
Grob’s Attack (Spike), 735, 738 
Griinfeld Reversed, 735, 736 
King’s Fianchetto, 735, 736-37 
Queen’s Indian Reversed, 735, 
736 
Queen’s Knight Attack, 735, 
738-39 
Four Knights’ Game, 121-28 
Belgrade Gambit, 122, 127-28 
Rubinstein Variation, 121-22, 
125-27 
Svenonius Variation, 121, 125 
Symmetrical Variation, 121, 
123-24 
Four Knights’ Variations 
English Opening, 676, 680-82 
Sicilian Defense, 303, 315-16 . 
Four Pawns’ Attacks 
Alekhine’s Defense, 160, 167-68 
Benoni Defense, 651, 659-60 
King’s Indian Defense, 590-91, 
616-17 
Frankenstein-Dracula Variation, 114, 
115-16 
French Defense, 197-243 
Advance Variation, 198, 203-5 


Alekhine-Chatard Attack, 198, 
206-8 
Burn’s Variation, 199, 209-11 
Classical Variation, 198, 206-8 
Exchange Variation, 201-2, 
242-43 
Guimard Line, 201, 240-41 
MacCutcheon Variation, 198, 
209-10 
Rubinstein Variation, 198, 212-13 
Steinitz Variation, 199, 214-16 
Tarrasch Variation, 201, 230-41 
unusual lines, 202, 242—43 
Winawer Variation, 200, 217-30 
Fried Liver Attack, 30, 36 
Fritz Variation, 30, 35-36 
From’s Gambit, 732-34 


Giuoco Piano (Italian Game), 
18-25 
Maller Attack, 20-21 
Géring Gambit, 138—40 
Greco Counter Gambit, 144—46 
Grob’s Attack, 735, 738 
Griinfeld Defense, 631—48 
Classical Variation, 632, 639-42 
early alternatives, 633, 645—46 
Exchange Variation, 632, 634-38 
lines with 5 Bf4, 632, 643-42 
Neo-Griinfeld, 633, 647—48 
Griinfeld English, 677, 701-2 
Griinfeld Reversed, 735, 736 
Guimard Line (French Defense), 201, 
240-41 


Half-Compromised Defense (Evans 
Gambit), 26-28 
Hamppe-Allgaier Gambit, 114, 
119-20 
Hanham Variation (Philidor’s 
Defense), 132-34 
Hanstein Gambit, 4, 6—7 
Hedgehog Defense (English 
Opening), 678, 709-10 
Howell Attack, 57, 72—78 
Hiibner System, 538, 555-56 
Hungarian Defense, 154—55 
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Ilyin-Zhenevsky System, 494, 
499-500 

Italian Game, see Giuoco Piano 
(Italian Game) 


Jaenisch Gambit, see Schliemann 
Variation 


Kalashnikov Variation, 336-37, 
338-39 
Kan Variation, 303, 310-15 
Keres Attack, 290-91, 297-99 
Keres Defense (English Opening), 
678, 707-8 
Keres Variations 
English Opening, 676, 684-85 
Ruy Lopez, 85-86 
Kieseritzky Gambit, 4, 6-7 
King’s Bishop Gambit, 4, 12 
King's Fianchetto Defense, 373-77 
King’s Fianchetto Opening, 735, 
736-37 
King’s Gambit, 3-17 
Accepted, 3-4, 6-15 
Allgaier Gambit, 6 
Becker Defense, 4, 8 
Declined, 5, 16-17 
Falkbeer Counter Gambit, 4, 14-15 
Hanstein Gambit, 4, 6—7 
Kieseritsky Gambit, 4, 6-7 
King’s Bishop Gambit, 4, 12 
Muzio Gambit, 4, 6-7 
Philidor Gambit, 4, 6-7 
Salvio Gambit, 7 
King’s Indian Attack, 724-28 
King’s Indian Defense, 588-627 
Averbakh System, 591, 618-19 
Bayonet Attack, 589, 596-98 
Classical Fianchetto, 620-21 
Classical Variation, 589, 593-612 
Fianchetto System, 591, 620-25 
Four Pawns’ Attack, 590-91, 
616-17 
London Attack, 592, 626-27 
Main Line (Classical), 589, 593-95 
Panno Variation, 591, 622-23 
Petrosian System, 589, 610-11 


Sdmisch Panno, 590, 613-14 

Sdmisch Variation, 590, 613-15 

Soltis Variation, 592, 625-26 

Torre Attack, 592, 626-27 

Uhlmann Variation, 591 

Yugoslav Variation, 591, 624 
King’s Indian English, 677, 699-700 
King's Indian Reversed, 724-28 
Knight's Tour Variation, 651, 657-58 


Larsen’s Opening, 729-731 
Lasker's Defense, 389, 390, 406-8 
Latvian (Greco Counter) Gambit, 
144-46 
Leningrad Variations 
Dutch Defense, 493, 495-98 
Nimzo-Indian Defense, 539, 
559-60 
Levenfish Variation, 270, 282-83 
London Attack, King’s Indian 
Defense, 592, 626-27 
London System, 718, 720-21 
Léwenthal Variation, 337, 338—40 


MacCutcheon Variation, 198, 209-10 

Maréczy Bind, 271, 287-89 

Marshall (Counter) Attack, 80 

Marshall Attack, 93-95 

Marshall Gambit (Slav), 462, 486-87 

Max Lange Attack, 31, 38-39 

Meran Variation, 461, 463-73 

Milner-Barry Variation, 537, 545-46 

Modern Defense, 373-77 

Modern Steinitz Variation, 56, 60-63 

Modern Variation (Alekhine’s 
Defense), 159, 161-64 

Médller Attack, 18, 20-21 

Morra Gambit, 346, 350-51 

Muzio Gambit, 4, 6-7 


Najdorf Variation, 246-68 
English Attack, 246, 248-49 
Old Main Line, 255-57 
Poisoned Pawn Variation, 252-54 
Polugaevsky Variation, 258-59 
6 Bc4, 264-66 
6 Be2, 261-63 
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6 Be3, 250-51 
6 Bg5, 258-60 
6 f4, 267—68 
°6 g3, 250-51 
Neo-Catalan (Reti), 719, 722-23 
Neo-Griinfeld, 633, 647-48 
Nimzo-Indian Defense, 536—62 
Classical Variation, 537, 540-46 
Fischer Variation, 538, 553-54 
Hiibner System, 538, 555-56 
Leningrad Variation, 539, 559-60 
Milner-Barry Variation, 537, 
545-46 
Reshevsky Variation, 538, 551-52 
Rubinstein Variation, 538, 
547-56 
Samisch Variation, 539, 557-58 
Spielmann Variation, 539, 561-62 
Nimzo-Indian English, 677, 695-96 
Nimzovich Attack, 729-31 
Nimzovich Defense, 381-83 
Nimzovich Variation (Sicilian 
Defense), 347, 360-61 


O’Kelley’s Line, 347, 360-61 

Old Indian Defense, 628-30 

Old Steinitz Defense, 43, 51-52 

Open Variation (Ruy Lopez), 57, 
72—78 

Orthodox Defense, Queen’s Gambit 
Declined, 389, 390, 393-99 

Owens’s Defense, 384-85 


Panno Variation, 591, 618-11 
Panov-Botvinnik Attack, 172, 
185-88 
Paulsen (Kan) Variation, 303, 
310-315 
Pelikan Variation, 336, 338—42 
Petrosian Systems 
King’s Indian Defense, 589, 
610-11 
Queen’s Indian Defense, 564, 
566—73 
Petrosian Variation (Queen’s Gambit 
Declined), 390, 400—402 
Petrov’s Defense, 96—103 


Philidor Gambit (King’s Gambit), 4, 
6-7 
Philidor’s Defense, 132—34 
Pierce Gambit, 114, 119-20 
Pirc Defense, 362—72 
Austrian Attack, 363, 365-68 
Byrne Variation, 364, 371 
Classical System, 364, 369—70 
minor systems, 364, 371-72 
Poisoned Pawn Variations 
French Winawer, 200, 217-19 
Sicilian Najdorf, 246, 252-54 
rolish Defense, 506, 511-12 
Polugaevsky Variation, 247, 258-59 
Ponziani’s Opening, 135-37 
Portuguese Variation, 380 


Queen’s Gambit Accepted, 449-59 
Main Line, 450-52 
third move alternatives for black, 
456-57 
third move alternatives for white, 
458-59 
Queen’s Gambit Declined, 389-439 
Cambridge Springs Variation, 389, 
390, 409-11 
Capablanca freeing maneuver, 390 
Classical Variation (5 Bf4), 391, 
420-25 
Exchange Variation, 389, 391, 
415-19 
Lasker’s Defense, 389, 390, 406-8 
Modern Variants, 403—5 
Orthodox Defense, 389, 390, 
393-99 
Petrosian Variation, 390, 400—402 
Ragozin Variation, 389, 391, 
426-28 
Semi-Tarrasch Variation, 389, 392, 
432-39 
Tartakower Variation, 389, 391, 
412-14 
Vienna Variation, 389, 391, 426-27 
Queen’s Indian Defense, 563-81 
fourth and fifth move variants 
(Petrosian), 564, 571-73 
fourth-move alternatives, 580-81 
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Queen’s Indian Defense (cont.): 
Main Line (4 g3), 565, 574-79 
Petrosian System, 564, 566-73 

Queen’s Indian English, 677, 694-97 

Queen’s Indian Reversed, 735, 736 

Queen’s Knight Attack, 735, 738-39 

Queen’s Knight Defense, 511, 512 

Queen’s Pawn Counter Gambit, 

154-56 
Queen’s Pawn Games and Gambits, 
506-14 
Albin Counter Gambit, 507, 
513-14 
Blackmar-Diemer Gambit, 507, 
513-14 
Colle System, 506, 511 
Englund Gambit, 507,512 
Polish Defense, 506, 511-12 
Queen’s Knight Defense, 511, 512 
Reversed Stonewall, 499, 506 
Torre Attack, 506, 508-10 
Trompowski Attack, 506, 508 
Veresov’s Opening, 506, 508-9 


Ragozin Variation, 389, 391, 426-28 
Reshevsky Variation, 538, 551-52 
Reti Opening, 718-23 

Barcza System, 719, 722-23 

London System, 718, 720-21 

Neo-Catalan, 719, 722-23 

Reversed Benoni, 718, 720 
Reverse Openings 

Benoni, 718, 720 

Griinfeld Defense, 736 

Queen’s Indian Defense, 736 

Sicilian Defense, see English 

Opening 

Reversed Stonewall, 506 
Reynolds Variation, 461, 467-71 
Richter-Rauzer Attack, 318, 320—29 
Robatsch (Modern) Defense, 373-77 
Romanishin Variation, 677, 701-2 
Romih Variation, 461, 474 
Rubinstein Variations 

Four Knights’ Game, 121-22, 

125-27 
French Defense, 198, 212-13 
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Nimzo-Indian Defense, 538, 
547-56 
Tarrasch Defense, 440, 442-46 


Rubinstein/Botvinnik Variation, 679, 


711-12 


Russian Game, 96-103 
Ruy Lopez, 42-95 


Anti-Marshall Lines, 80, 93-95 

Arkangel Variation, 56, 66-67 

Berlin Defense, 43, 47-48 

Bird’s Defense, 43, 49-50 

Breyer Variation, 80, 87-88 

Center Variation, 56, 70-71 

Chigorin Variation, 79, 83-86 

Classical (Cordel) Defense, 43, 
45-46 

Closed Defense {minor systems), 
79, 81-82 

Cordel Defense, 43, 45—46 

Counterthrust Variation, 56, 
66-67 

Cozio Defense, 43, 49-50 

Dilworth Attack, 57, 72, 74 

Exchange Variation, 55, 58-59 

Exchange Variation Deferred, 56, 
70-71 — 

Fianchetto Variation, 80, 91—92 

Fifth-Move Variants, 56, 68-69 

Howell Attack, 57, 72-78 

Jaenisch Gambit, see Schliemann 
Variation 

Main Lines (Closed and Marshall), 
79-95 

Marshall (Counter) Attack, 80 

Marshall Attack, 93-95 

Modern Steinitz Defense, 56, 
60-63 

Old Steinitz Defense, 43, 51-52 

Open Variation’ 57, 72-78 

Schliemann Variation, 43; 44, 
53-54 

Siesta Variation, 56, 60-61 

sixth move variants, 56, 70-71 

Smyslov Variation, 80, 89-90 

systems without... a6, 43-54 

variants on moves, 55-78 

Worrall Attack, 56, 70-71 


Zaitsev (Fianchetto) Variation, 80, 
91-92 

3...a6 and ... Bcd, 56, 64-65 

3... 6,44, 51-52 


Salvio Gambit (King’s Gambit), 7 
Sdémisch Variations 
King’s Indian Defense, 590, 
613-15 
Nimzo-Indian Defense, 539, 
557-58 
Scandinavian Defense, 378-80 
Schara-von Hennig Gambit, 441, 
447-48 
Scheveningen Variation, 290-301 
Schliemann Variation, 43, 44, 53-54 
Scotch Gambit, 105, 112-113 
Scotch Game, 104-13 
Semi-Slav Defense, 463-79, see also 
Slav and Semi-Slav 
Reynolds Variation, 461 
Semi-Tarrasch Variation, 389, 392, 
432-39 
Sicilian Counter Attack, 303, 315-17 
Sicilian Defense, 244-361 
Accelerated Dragon, 270-71, 
284-89 
Boleslavsky Variation, 318, 328-29 
Classical Dragon Variation, 270, - 
280-81 
Classical Variation, 318—35 
Closed Variations (main lines), 
346, 348—49 
Dragon Variation, 269-89 
English Attack, 291, 300-301 
f4 Attack, 346-47, 358-59 
Four Knights’ Variation, 303, 
315-16 
Kalashnikov Variation, 336-37, 
338-39 
Kan Variation, 303, 310-15 
Keres Attack, 290-91, 297-99 
Levenfish Variation, 270, 282—83 
Léwenthal Variation, 337, 338—40 
Maréczy Bind, 271, 287-89 
Najdorf Variation, 246-68 
Nimzovich Variation, 347, 360-61 


non-open variations, 346-61 
O’Kelley’s Line, 347, 360-61 
Paulsen Variation, 303, 310-15 
Poisoned Pawn (Najdorf) 
Variation, 246, 252-54 
Polugaevsky Variation, 247, 
258-59 
Richter-Rauzer Attack, 318, 
320-29 
Scheveningen Variation, 290-301 
Sicilian Counter Attack, 303, 
315-17 
Smith-Morra, 350-51 
Smith-Morra Gambit, 346 
Soltis Line, 269-70, 272—73 
Sozin Variation, 319, 333-35 
Sveshnikov Variation, 336, 
338-42 
Taimanov Variation, 302, 304-9 
Unusual Second Moves, 347, 
360-61 
Velimirovié Attack, 319, 330-32 
Wing Gambit, 347, 360-59 
Yugoslav Attack, 269-70, 272-79 
2...Nc6and4...e5or4... 
Qb6, 344—45 
2 c3 variations, 346, 352-54 
3 Bb5 variations, 355-57 
Siesta Variation, 56, 60-61 
Slav and Semi-Slav Defense, 
460-87 
Abrahams-Noteboom Variation, 
462, 486 
Anti-Meran Gambit, 461, 476-79 
Exchange Variation, 462, 486-87 
Marshall Gambit, 462, 486-87 
Meran Variation, 461, 463-73 
Reynolds Variation, 461, 467-71 
Romih Variation, 461, 474 
Slav (proper), 462, 480-87 
Smith-Morra Gambit, 346, 350-51 
Smyslov Variation, 80, 89-80 
Sokolsky Opening (1 B4), 735, 
738-39 
Soltis Line, 269—70, 272-73 
Soltis Variation, King’s Indian 
Defense, 592, 625-26 
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Sozin Variation, 319, 333-35 
Spanish Game, see Ruy Lopez 
Spielmann Variation, 539, 561-62 
Spike, 735, 738 
Staunton Gambit, 494, 501-2 
Steinitz Gambit, 114, 119-20 
Steinitz Variation, 199, 214-16 
Stonewall Variation, 493, 499-500 
Svenonius Variation, 121, 125 
Sveshnikov Variation, 336, 338—42 
Swedish Variation, 441, 447 
Symmetrical Four Knights’ 
Variation, 678, 703-6 

Symmetrical Variations 

English Opening, 677, 703-15 

Four Knights’ Game, 121, 123-24 


Taimanov Variations 
Benoni Defense, 649, 651, 659-60 
Sicilian Defense, 302, 304-9 
Tarrasch Defense, 440~48 
Rubinstein Variation, 440, 442—46 
Schara-von Hennig Gambit, 441, 
447-48 
Swedish Variation, 441, 447 
Tarrasch Variation (French Defense), 
201, 230—41 
Tartakower Variation, 389, 391, 
412-14 
Three Knights’ Game, 129-31 
Torre Attack, King’s Indian Defense, 
592, 626-27 
Torre Attack, Queen’s pawn, 506, 
508-10 
Trompowski Attack, 506, 508 
Two Knights’ Defense, 30~41 
Fried Liver Attack, 30, 36 
Fritz Variation, 30, 35-36 
Max Lange Attack, 30, 38-39 
Ulvestad Variation, 30-31, 35-36 
Wilkes-Barre Variation, 31, 35-37 


Two Knights’ Variation (Caro-Kann 
Defense), 173, 191-92 

Two Pawns’ Attack (Alekhine’s 
Defense), 160, 169 


Uhlmann Variation, King’s Indian, 
591 

Ultra-Symmetrical Variation, 679, 
713-15 

Ulvestad Variation, 30-31, 35-36 

Unusual King Pawn Defenses, 
384-86 


Velimirovié Attack, 319, 330-32 
Versesov’s Opening (or Attack), 506, 
508-9 
Vienna Game, 114-120 
Frankenstein-Dracula Variation, 
114, 115-16 
Hamppe-Allgaier Gambit, 114, 
119-20 
Pierce Gambit, 114, 119-20 
Steinitz Gambit, 114, 119-20 
Vienna Variation (Queen’s Gambit 
Declined), 389, 391, 426-27 
Volga Gambit, see Benko Gambit 


Wilkes-Barre Variation, 31, 35-37 
Winawer Variation, 200, 217-30 
Wing Gambit, 347, 360-59 
Worrall Attack, 56, 70-71 


Yugoslav Attack, 269-70, 272-79 
Yugoslav Variation, King’s Indian, 
591, 624 


Zaitsev (Fianchetto) Variation, 80, 
91-92 


1 B4 (Sokolsky Opening); 735, 
738-39 
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